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TO THE READER. 


THE aim of this book is not so much to present 
the author’s view on socialism as to introduce to 
you its founders and chief promoters, that they may 
tell you what real socialism really is, and then leave 
it to you to decide whether you wish to embrace the 
teachings of socialism or hold that fast which you 
have.*°® As the book is chiefly a collection of first- 
class socialist citations, systematically arranged, you 
are urgently requested to study the references on 
pages 141 to 158 and mark well WHO speak. It 
adds weight to the proofs adduced. Every assertion 
made in this book concerning the teachings of 
socialism is either made or corroborated, directly 
or indirectly, by leading socialists of the world. Study 
them carefully and conscientiously in the light of 
Scripture, human experience, and common sense! If 
too busy to read the whole book, begin on page 20. 


* THE AUTHOR. 
Belgrade, Minn., March, 1914. 


INTRODUCTION ‘The thing that hath been, 

it is that which shall be; and 
that which is done is that which shall be 
done: and there is no new thing under the 
sun.”’* This applies to socialism also. Its 
principles in the main are almost three thou- 
sand years old. But modern socialism is 
less than seventy years old. It is essentially 
alike in all the countries, where it is advo- 
cated. Mr. Morris Hillquit, the great his- 
torian of socialism in the United States, 
says: “It is high time that the American 
public abandon the myth of the ‘diverse 
meanings of socialism’ and the ‘diverse 
kinds of socialism.’ There is not and prob- 
ably never was a theory and movement of 
more striking uniformity than the theory 
and movement of socialism. The interna- 
tional socialist movement—is all based on 
the same Marxian program and follows 
substantially the same methods of propa- 
ganda and action.”? — “There is no such 
thing as European (italics all mine) social- 
ism or American socialism. There is only 
one kind of socialism the world over—inter- 
national socialism, which means everywhere 
the same.”*® This is corroborated by the 
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socialist platforms, for instance, the pre- 
amble of the platform of the public owner- 
ship party* (socialist) of Minnesota. reads: 
“We, the public ownership (socialist) party 
of Minnesota, hereby affirm our allegiance 
to the principles of international socialism 
as embodied in the national platform of the 
socialist party of the United States, and the 
various platforms adopted by the party in 
other nations.”” — “At the Congress of the 
League, held in London in November, 1847, 
Marx and Engels were commissioned to pre- 
pare for publication a complete theoretical 
and practical program for the party.*** This 
program was called the Manifesto of the 
communistic party. And the Communist 
Manifesto, as it is now more generally 
known, may be said to be the basis on which 
modern scientific socialism has built its 
worldwide structure.’*” 

Whatever modern socialism stands for, 
it has now become a world movement, that 
can no longer be ignored. One might as well 
try to stop Niagara Falls as to wipe social- 
ism off the earth. It has come to stay and 
must be dealt with. _ 

Socialist authorities’ tell us that modern 
socialism is a theory of social evolution, a 
discovery of Marx which they in continental 
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Europe give the name of Material Concep- 
tion of History, in England Economic Inter- 
pretation of History; but commonly it is 
called Economic Determinism. These names. 
we shall see later on, mean atheism (dis- 
belief in God) pure and simple. 

Socialists claim that everything “is out 
of joint and that they came to set it right”’ 
and can do it, but we firmly believe that, if 
the socialistic revolution is to be a blessing 
to humanity, its fundamental principles must 
be changed and its chief promoters must 
believe in God and be prompted to act by 
love to him and not by class hatred. 

We may be accused of misunderstanding 
the socialist movement and of misinterpret- 
ing its principles. New movements are often 
misunderstood at their inception and during 
their infancy. The only just and correct way 
to thoroughly find out what socialism is and 
stands for, is to investigate—not what its 
opponents say—but what its authorities 
claim for it. Those men who have thought 
out, systematized and popularized modern 
socialism know best what it is. 

We shall give an example of how social- 
ists interpret the Bible. While Jesus tells 
us, in such simple language that it can not be 
misunderstood, that his message was: “I am 
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the Way, the Truth and the Life. No man 
cometh to the Father but by Me’’*—and 
while St. Paul’s message about Christ was: 
‘This is a faithful saying, and worthy of all 
acceptation that Christ Jesus came into the 
world to save sinners,’’*—the socialists say: 
“This was the message of Christ” :—‘‘Let 
the rich divide with the poor. Persuade those 
who have, to share with those who have not. 
Sell your lands and houses, you fortunate, 
and bring the proceeds to the common table 
that all of us may eat, drink and be merry.’” 
Christ never said this, of course. Oscar 
Ameringer continues: “Those who followed 
Jesus sought the realization of his teaching, 
the kingdom of God on earth, through com- 
munism’’*°—not through preaching the gos- 

el. “If we deny the Communism of Christ”’ 
and “that Christ was a Communist,—then, 
nothing that is found in the gospels or the 
Acts of the Apostles, is entitled as trust- 
worthy,” then, ‘‘well may we deny his very 
existence.”"* To interpret the Bible in such 
a manner is extremely unjust. 

We shall not retaliate by perverting the 
socialists’ doctrine as they do the Christian 
doctrine, but we shall consider their state- 
ments and seek their true and _ direct 
meaning. 
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Leading socialists, even though inconsis- 
tent in their own practice, agree that this 
alone is fair and just. 

John Spargo: “The socialist movement 
—must be judged by its authoritative litera- 
ture and its programs alone.” 

In Christian farming communities, where 
atheistic socialist doctrine is not popular, 
some socialists find it good policy, for the 
time being, to hide the real essence of social- 
ism by claiming that the socialist party must 
be judged by its platforms only. To this, the 
great socialist leader, Wilhelm Liebknecht, 
says: ‘Though a platform is to be clear, it 
cannot at the same time be a commentary. 
The agitators, the journalists and the learned 
of the party must give the commentary.—It 
is impossible to make a party platform so 
plain that from the first all propositions and 
demands shall be clear to one who has not 
yet been educated in party science.” How 
may it be made clear? ‘The comrades must 
learn and be taught. The schooling is cer- 
tainly a matter of propaganda, of agitation, 
of explaining, of educational institutions and 
of party literature.”** Who, then, are the 
socialist ‘commentators,’ whose comment 
on socialism is authoritative and must be rec- 
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ognized by friends and foes of socialism 
alike? 

Mr. Morris Hillquit answers: ‘“The ut- 
terances and acts of such (socialist) writers 
and representatives, unless formally repudi- 
ated by the party, must be considered as 
legitimate expressions and manifestations of 
the socialist movement, and its defendants 
and opponents alike may properly refer to 
them in support of their contentions. The 
same applies to the editorial attitude of the 
official publications of the socialist parties. 
Thus Karl Marx, Fred. Engels, Ferd. Las- 
salle are unquestionably the theoretical 
founders of the modern socialist movement. 
The international socialist movement 1s still 
Marxian.* He also refers to A. Bebel, P. 
Lafargue, Liebknecht as authorities. A. 
Bebel says: “Karl Marx and Fred. Engels 
took the lead. They were followed by Ferd. 
Lassalle, whose agitation fired the masses. 
The German socialists have always been the 
pioneers of socialistic thought among the 
working men of other countries.”** Chas. 
H. Kerr, the editor of The International 
Socialist Review, who in 1889 started a co- 
operative publishing company called Chas. 
H. Kerr & Co., now located at 118 W. Kin- 
zie St., Chicago, Ill., for the exclusive pur- 
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pose of publishing socialistic literature, 
writes: ‘This publishing house took up the 
task of placing the literature of international 
socialism within the reach of the working 
class of America and of the English speaking 
world. The books named in the following 
pages include nearly every socialist work of 
first-class importance.’*® *” 

Out of this list of books I have selected 
and bought those, which he most strongly 
recommends as propaganda books, that is, 
books that will convert the readers into so- 
cialists. I shall mention a few of these and 
state what Mr. Kerr and other socialists say 
of each. 

1. Karl Marx: The Communist Mani- 
festo (Socialists tell us that Marx used 
“Communist” in the same sense as we now 
use “‘Socialist’*”) ‘“‘was first published in 
1848. This wonderful statement of the aims 
and principles of the newborn socialism has 
been translated into many languages and 
scattered all over the world; it is still the 
most inspiring message of the revolutionary 
movement.’’** — “Tn the literature of social- 
ism it (Communist Manifesto) is the su- 
preme classic.”*® “It (Communist Mani- 
festo) is the most wonderful document in 
the literature of the world.””? ‘“Marx—is a 
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philosopher.”** Marx’s teachings are the 
foundation of the entire Modern Socialism 
which cannot be understood without them, 
he being the “‘greatest of the socialist econo- 
mists.’’*** What I quote from Marx’s books, 
then, ought to be authoritative. 

2. Ferdinand Lassalle, the “Messiah of 
the Socialists,” so called because they be- 
lieved that his teachings will revolutionize 
the existing order of things like Christianity 
did when it was introduced. He was a po- 
litical leader** and is considered among in- 
telligent people as one of the greatest think- 
ers of Europe in his time.” He popularized 
socialism. What he says, accordingly, ought 
to be authoritative on socialism. 

3. August Bebel’s chief literary produc- 
tion is his “Woman and Socialism.” He de- 
clared himself an atheist. ‘The gentlemen 
have no more faith than I have; that is none 
at all.”’** In the preface to the Norwegian 
translation of “Die Frau und der Social- 
ismus,’ Mr. Sverre Krogh, the translator, 
says: “Bebel stands today as the unconscious 
leader of the German social democracy and 
as the greatest and most remarkable figure 
in the international social democracy. ‘Wom- 
an and Socialism’ is his chief work, and 
next to Marx’s ‘Kapitalen,’ is of the greatest 
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importance to social democracy all over the 
world. Bebel is the incarnation of social- 
istic enthusiasm.”** Note this! I shall quote 
copiously from his writings as he must be an 
exceptionally good authority on socialism,— 
himself being socialism personified. 

4. Wilhelm Leibknecht is “a political 
leader.”** Hence an authority to us in the 
United States also, because the socialists here 
affirm their allegiance to the principles of 
international socialism as embodied in vari- 
ous platforms adopted by the party in other 
nations. His book, ‘Socialism, What It Is 
and What It Seeks to Accomplish,” is ‘a 
statement of socialistic principles.” His “No 
Compromise, No Political Trading” is “a 
classic book on socialist tactics which is still 
timely.’’*° 

5. Morris Hillquit of New York, author 
of the ‘History of Socialism in the United 
States,’ Funk & Wagnalls, 1903, is one of 
the foremost socialists in America. At pres- 
ent he is carrying on a discussion with Dr. 
John A. Ryan, D.D., of St. Paul in ‘“Every- 
body’s Magazine” about ‘Socialism—a 
Promise or a Menace.” — He is a member 
of the Executive Committee of the Socialist 
Party in America” and a trustee and treas- 
urer™ of the $200,000 Rand school fund, 
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bequeathed by Mrs. Rand for the establish- 
ment in the city of New York of a school “‘to 
teach social science from the standpoint of 
international socialism.”*® He ought to know 
what socialism is, having written its history. 

6. John M. Work was a member of the 
platform committee of the socialist party 
1908* and is the national secretary of the 
socialist party,” so, if anyone can speak with 
authority, he can. His book ‘‘What’s so 
and what isn’t” is “‘one of the most popular 
and successful propaganda books ever pub- 
lished. Clear, crisp, incisive answers to all 
the usual objections raised against socialism 
by our opponents.’’** I shall quote liberally 
from this book. 

7. John Spargo, Editor of “The Com- 
rade,’ member of the national executive 
committee, teacher at the Rand School in 
New York City” and a national leader,**— 
has written: “The Socialists, What They 
Are and What They Stand For,”—“‘one of 
the most popular and readable of our propa- 
ganda books.’** The national executive 
committee of the socialist party officially rec- 
ommends his book, ‘‘Socialism,” as a text- 
book; so his comment on socialism must 
be authoritative. 


8. Frederich Engels’ ‘The Origin of the 
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Family” is highly recommended by “Appeal 
to Reason’’** and the International Socialist 
Review.*’ John Spargo says: “This book, 
first published in 1884, has been translated 
into almost every European language and 
has long been regarded as one of the ‘clas- 
sics’ of Socialist Philosophical Literature.’’* 
It “contains in small compass ‘what every 
woman ought to know’’’*** “The book is 
really one of the two or three great socialist 
classics.”*® Engels’ Feuerbach: ‘““The Roots 
of the Socialist Philosophy” is “a critical 
study of theology and philosophy from the 
socialistic viewpoint.’’*° This intimate friend 
and co-worker of Marx speaks with author- 
ity on the socialist view of theology. 

9. William Thurston Brown, a quondam 
Reformed minister, a disciple of Prof. Her- 
ron, has written “How Capitalism Has Hyp- 
notized Society,” ‘‘a fearless attack on so- 
called moral teachings (that is Christianity, 
—author) by which the children of Prole- 
tarians are induced to oppose the interest of 
their own class.’’** Mr. Brown is a favorite 
socialist sermonizer. 

10. Caroline Nelson’s ‘Nature Talks on 
Economics’—‘‘for the use of children and 
teachers in socialist Sunday schools.’*? She 
seems to be an “overseer” of the socialist 
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Sunday schools, not only in San Francisco, 
but in America, and as such prescribes to 
the teachers what to teach the children. She 
does not only admit, but asserts, correctly 
enough, that her teachings are “‘diametrically 
opposite” to what is taught “in our 
churches.’** She explains to the children 
how everything came to be, all, without 
God’s intervention. God is not even alluded 
to in the whole book. MHer writings are 
highly recommended by Mr. Kerr, the editor 
of the “International Review,” in Chicago. 
Her articles in the ‘“Review” he mentions as 
an inducement for my subscribing for the 
paper. 

11. Frank M. Eastwood’s “The Ques- 
tion Box’’ (Catechism )—“‘has the rare merit 
of being adapted to both city and country. Its 
style is attractive to the average inquirer 
and it answers hundreds of his wise and fool- 
ish questions. Best of all, its viewpoint all 
the way through is clear and revolution- 
ary.** Here we get a clear view of what 
socialism is. 

12. Howard Caldwell’s “Our Mental 
Enslavement” is ‘‘a historic study of the 
growth of moral systems, showing how they 
have been shaped by the ruling classes.’’** 

13. Paul Lafargue’s “Social and Philo- 
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sophical Studies” “‘explains the origin of the 
ideas of God, of justice and of goodness and 
shows why capitalists usually believe in some 
‘sort of supernaturalism, while wage-workers 
in the machine industry usually become Ma- 
terialists.”*7 These contentions of this Son- 
in-law of Marx are false, of course, but his 
views are published and spread broadcast as 
campaign literature,—as good socialist doc- 
trine, therefore authoritative. 

14. Oscar Ameringer has written ‘‘Com- 
munism, Socialism and the Church. An His- 
toric Survey,” Second Edition, of which the 
Social Democratic Publishing Company of 
Wisconsin says: “Every socialist local 
should have a stock of Ameringer pamphlets 
for sale. They are the best socialist propa- 
ganda pamphlets ever produced on the 
American continent.”** Their contents, ac- 
cordingly, must be genuine socialism. We 
have already had a taste of them. (See p. 8.) 

15. “Ernest Belford Bax is one of the 
best known and most versatile and accom- 
plished socialists of Europe—held in highest 
respect by the recognized leaders of the in- 
ternational socialist movement.—He is a fa- 
miliar figure at all international congresses 
of the socialist movement.’’**—‘Bax is the 
philosophic reasoner and exponent of social- 
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ist theory and doctrine.’’*® I shall quote from 
several of his writings. His comment is au- 
thoritative. 

16. Friederich Nietzsche’s ‘Human, All 
Too Human” is “‘a book of suggestive essays 
and epigrams applying the principles of evo- 
lutionary science to religion and ethics.’ 
It is printed and distributed by socialists to 
spread socialism. 

17. Robert Blatchford, Editor of ‘“The 
Clarion,” London, England, the most perfect 
and thrice illustrious past master of blas- 
phemy, “is the greatest leader of socialism 
in England’’*** (Collins). John Spargo in 
“The Socialists,” p. 60, says of the books 
published by Chas. H. Kerr & Co.: “Ex- 
cellent books!” Blatchford’s ‘“God and My 
Neighbor” is one of them. Notice the ‘‘ex- 
cellency” of the numerous quotations from 
this book by this great socialist. 

18. Moses Baritz, “the recognized and 
authorized organizer of the socialist party 
in Canada’’* will also be quoted. Likewise 
‘Appeal to Reason,” and “Gaa paa” (On- 
ward), ‘““The New Times,” official organ of 
Ramsey County, Minnesota et al., Central 
Committee (Socialist) 102-4 Washington 
Avenue, Minneapolis—and from other so- 
cialist sources, too numerous to mention, all 
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of which are always considered to be good 
socialist authorities,—except when some so- 
cialist agitator, called upon to prove that 
socialist doctrine is in accordance with the 
Bible, finds it inconvenient to admit what so- 
cialism really stands for. We shall let these 
authorities above mentioned speak for them- 
selves and tell us what socialism is. 


WHAT IS SOCIALISM ? 


You may think I have gone too much into 
detail, in giving the authorities, for the con- 
tention I am about to make. But I believe 
it is unwise to build a substantial building on 
a weak foundation. Therefore I have built 
a strong, reinforced foundation of the very 
best socialist material available. On this 
then I shall base my argumentation and 
clinch it so securely that no bombardment 
shall be able to shatter or even to shake it. 

If there still should be any so-called so- 
cialist that will not recognize men like Marx, 
Engels, Bebel, Liebknecht, Hillquit, Baritz, 
Spargo, Work, Bax, et al., as authorities on 
modern socialism, it will be just as useless 
to discuss socialism with such a person as to 
discuss Christianity with one who refuses to 
recognize the Bible as an authority on Chris- 
tianity, or to discuss law with one who re- 
fuses to recognize Blackstone. 


According to these authorities, then, 


WHAT IS SOCIALISM? 
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“Socialism has been well described as a 
new conception of the world, presenting it- 
self in industry as co-operative Communism, 
in politics as International Republicanism, in 
religion as Atheistic Humanism, by which is 
meant the recognition of social progress as 
our being’s highest end and aim. The estab- 
lishment of society on a socialistic basis 
would imply the definitive abandonment of 
all theological cults,’ says Bax.** It is not, 
as most socialists believe, merely a political 
movement, not even mainly an economic 
question. It is a commixture of politics, the- 
ology, philosophy and morals so character- 
istically welded together that one must either 
embrace or reject it all, in the form social- 
ists serve it. It is a system of evolution. 
“This system popularly known as Marxism 
is the accepted philosophy of modern social- 
ism,” says Mr. Hillquit.°° ‘Socialism is 
much more than a movement aiming at the 
socialization of the means of production, 
distribution and exchange. It is a philos- 
ophy of history,’*? says Spargo.—Lieb- 
knecht: It is a “world philosophy.”* It is 
of scientific and practical character. ‘The 
socialist movement embodies all that has 
been vital in religion,”*> says Wm. T. Brown. 
Hence, a substitute for Christianity. ‘‘So- 
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cialism is the natural solution of all the puz- 
zles of society,”** asserts John Work.—Bax: 
“Socialism as a revolutionary theory of so- 
ciety implies an ethical, religious and politi- 
cal revolution as a consequence of the eco- 
nomic one.” ‘Socialism will become for 
each of us a religion immeasurably grander 
and truer than what we call religion today.” 
“Socialism contains all the good that the 
Christian religion teaches us.” 

* * * 


As the political phase of socialism is con- 
tinually being proclaimed from the house- 
tops, while the real issue is often evaded for 
policy’s sake, I shall confine myself to the 
ethical, moral and religious, or rather irre- 
ligious, aspects of socialism, its conception of 


GOD AND CREATION 
and of 


man’s relation to God and his neighbor. 


Gunisrian Ae believe there is a God and 
VIEW OF that he “is an incomprehensible 
GOD and immutable spirit who is 

eternal, almighty, omniscient, 
omnipresent, wise, good, merciful, holy, true 
' and righteous.”’ We also believe that he 
has created everything and daily provides 
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us with all we need; and protects, guards 
and keeps us purely out of Fatherly divine 
goodness and mercy. ‘The Bible says, ‘‘God 
said, Let the earth bring forth grass, the herb 
yielding seed, and the fruit tree yielding 
fruit after his kind, whose seed is in itself, 
upon the earth: and it was so. And the earth 
brought forth grass, and herb yielding seed 
after his kind, and the tree yielding fruit, 
whose seed was in itself, after his kind: and 
God saw it was good.—And God said, Let 
the water bring forth abundantly the moving 
creature that hath life, and fowl that may 
fly above the earth in the open firmament 
of heaven. And God created great whales, 
and every living creature that moveth, which 
the waters brought forth abundantly, after 
their kind, and every winged fowl after his 
kind: and God saw that it was good. And 
God blessed them, saying, Be fruitful, and 
multiply, and filled the water in the seas and 
let fowl multiply in the earth—and God said, 
Let the earth bring forth the living creature 
after his kind, cattle, and creeping thing, and 
beast of the earth after his kind, and it was 
so. And God made the beast of the earth 
after his kind, and cattle after their kind, 
and everything that creepeth upon the earth 
after his kind: and God saw that it was 


24 


good. And God said, Let us make man in 
our image, after our likeness: and let them 
have dominion over the fish of the sea, and 
over the fowl of the air, and over the cattle, 
and over all the earth, and over every creep- 
ing thing that creepeth on the earth. So 
God created man in his own image, in the 
image of God, created he him; male and 
female created he them, and God saw every- 
thing that he had made and, behold, it was 
very good.’ 


- 7: Peon 1 : 

SGI MISE= cs Socialists teach: “The orig- 
VIEW OF ial conception of God has 
Gop AND. everywhere been that of a Cre- 
CREATION tor of the Universe, who made 

it and who sustains it. But the 
idea of creation is now given up.—There is. 
nothing left for Deity to do.” “Natural 
science has made a myth of creation,’*” 
says A. Bebel. Instead of the world being 
created, John Work informs us: ‘“The whole 
world is a growth. The earth itself began 
a gaseous mass and came to its present con- 
dition through a process of evolution. Every 
species of animal life was produced in the 
same way.’ *—‘‘These species originate 
from one another and evolve gradually from 
minerals to plants, from plants to animals 
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and from animals to man himself.’ So- 
cialists cannot believe in creation, because 
that act presupposes the miracle of making 
something out of nothing; but they do not 
worry at all about who produced the ‘“min- 
erals.”” Without any more ado they believe 
“that specks of jelly became fishes, fishes 
reptiles, reptiles mammals, mammals mon- 
keys, monkeys men ;—the fanged and taloned 
cannibals roosting in the forest have devel- 
oped art and music, religion and science; and 
the children of the jellyfish can weigh the 
suns, measure the stellar spaces, ride on 
the ocean or in the air and speak to each 
other from continent to continent,’® says 
Mr. Blatchford in England. And his fel- 
low-believer, Mr. Nietzsche, in Germany, is 
so positive that this evolution has taken 
place, that he claims :— —“‘in the forms of 
some human organs there survive traces of 
fishhood.”** His renowned countryman, 
Mr. A. Bebel, also testifies: “Just as the 
myth of the creation of the world, as taught 
by the Bible, could not be maintained in the 
face of innumerable and indisputable facts 
founded upon modern, scientific investiga- 
tion, it also became impossible to maintain 
the myth of the creation and development of 
man. Not all the phases of the history of 


THE SOCIALIST EVOLUTION OF MAN. 


“Specks of jelly became fishes, fishes reptiles, reptiles mammals, 

mammals monkeys, monkeys men....the children of the jelly- 

fish can ride in the air, and speak to each other from continent 
to continent.”? Read citations 367, 62-80, 
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evolution have as yet been elucidated. Dif- 
ferences of opinion still exist among scien- 
tists in regard to one or another of the nat- 
ural phenomena and their relation to each 
other; but on the whole, clearness and a 
general consensus of opinion prevails. It 
is certain that man has not made his appear- 
ance upon the earth as a civilized being—as 
the Bible asserts of the human pair—but 
that in the long course of ages he gradually 
evolved from a mere animal condition, and 
that he has, through various stages during 
which his social relation, as well as the re- 
lation between man and woman, experienced 
many transformations—the assertion that it 
has always been thus and will always con- 
tinue to be so—is utterly false, superficial 
and contrary to the truth in every respect—. 
We have no written records of this almost 
animal-like stage, but studies of the various 
stages of civilization among extinct and liv- 
ing savages prove (?) that such a stage has 
at one time existed. Man has not stepped 
into life as a highly civilized being, upon a 
command from the Creator, but has passed 
through a long process of evolution, and in 
the ups and downs of wavering periods of 
development—until finally climbing _ the 
height of his present civilization.” This 


28 


is the faith of him whom the Norwegian so- 
cialist, Sverre Krogh, in the preface to the 
Norwegian edition of ‘“Woman and Social- 
ism” calls the incarnation of socialist enthu- 
siasm and whose book above-mentioned, he 
maintains, has had greater influence on so- 
cial democracy all over the world than any 
other socialist book but one. 

The national secretary of the socialist 
party in the United States is of the same 
faith: ‘Man has come up to: his present 
stage of evolution from the lowest depth—. 
At first his nature was that of the brute. The 
brute nature has gradually little by little 
been thrown off; altruism, unselfishness, 
thoughtfulness of others have gradually 
little by little been taken on. This has gone 
on until at the present time, although man 
is still in a glaringly imperfect condition, yet 
his nature is now as high above the point 
from which he started as the blue vault of 
heaven is above the center of the earth.’’* 
This international socialist faith is not the 
sole possession of sturdy men, who have de- 
posed and annihilated God in their own 
mind, but is also shared by members of the 
fairer sex. Thus professes Caroline Nelson: 
“For millions of years the little cell-builders 
labored to store up coal and build up forests 
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and perfect plant life.” ‘‘Man is the prod- 
uct of evolution that has been in progress 
through millions of years.’*** In Genesis 
1:9-12 we see that God has revealed to us 
that this was all done in one day—not by 
cell-builders, but by God himself. . Who is 
right? As between Caroline Nelson of San 
Francisco and God in heaven, I am not in 
doubt at all. Are you? But she has more 
to tell us yet: “A human being is the high- 
est advanced animal only because it has 
learned thousands of better ways of doing 
things. The animal that learned to walk 
on its hind legs in order to use its two fore 
legs to work and fight with, became human 
and learned to make tools and weapons.’’” 
Paul Lafargue, Marx’s Son-in-law, says: 
“When Darwin published his ‘Origin of 
Species’ he took away from God his role of 
creation in the organic world as Franklin 
had despoiled him of his thunderbolt.” 
Ernest Untermann concedes: “Every social- 
ist writer of note is a convinced Darwinian— 
besides being a convinced Marxian.”” 
Socialists tell us that “‘it is folly to accept 
—the literal account of the origin of man,’”” 
because ‘‘Darwinism, by explaining the origin 
of organic life, dispersed the mystery sur- 
rounding creation and made untenable the 
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biblical myth.”"* The biblical account of © 


man’s creation is a legend,” while the fact 


is, they tell us, that man originated of his — 
own accord from a speck of jelly which | 
came from nowhere and gradually devel- 
oped into an animal, which turned into a_ 
man simply by raising itself on its hind legs. — 


(Thus, for animals to become man, must be 


a lost art today. Many circus animals walk | 
on their hind legs daily but remain animals 


still.) Being too dignified to walk on four 


legs any more, but still liking from old habit — 
to ‘“‘locomote”’ with all four, he acquired a_ 
new habit: that of climbing the trees, which — 


also came from nowhere originally. He be- 


came a tree-dweller. Thus says A. Bebel: 
“The lowest stage in the period of savagery 
represents the childhood of-mankind. Dur- 
ing this stage men still were tree-dwellers, © 
and fruit and roots constituted their chief 
nourishment; but even then articulated lan-— 
guage began to take form. The medium™ 


stage of savagery begins with the consump- 


tion of small animals, such as fish, crabs, etc., | 


for food, and with the discovery of fire. 
Men begin to manufacture weapons, clubs 
and spears made of wood a'nd stone and this 
means the inception of the hunt and, prob- 
ably also, of war among neighboring hordes _ 
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who contended with one another for the 
sources of nourishment and the most desir- 
able dwelling-places and hunting-grounds. 
At this stage also Cannibalism appears.’’”® 
Cannibalism, according to this, is a mani- 
festation of human progress, as man has 
always been rising from the very “lowest 
depths” until now he has risen ‘‘as high above 
the point from which he started as the blue 
vault of heaven is above the center of the 
earth.” But it has taken a mighty long time 
to bring about this thing—‘‘millions of 
years’ “’—and it is now a good many years 
since this task’ was accomplished, according 
to Howard Caldwell, who knows. ‘Au- 
thorities differ slightly (yes, slightly!) upon 
the length of time man has lived upon this 
earth as a being superior to and rising in 
intelligence above the animals about him. 
All (!) agree that for over two hundred 
thousand years man has walked upright and 
maintained some social institutions.’’* And 
for the benefit of those who may be unable, 
as yet, to swallow such large doses of 
socialism, he refers to Lewis H. Morgan, 
Fred Engels, A. Bebel, Bachshofen, and 
Cunow and others’* for further “proofs’’! 
It is relief supreme, however, to be informed 
by John Work that man’s evolution is now 
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finally completed, as far as his form is con-' 
cerned: “I realize fully how careful one 
should be about declaring anything to be 
final. Nevertheless there are some things 
which are final. For example, it is agreed 
by anthropologists that the human body has_ 
reached its final form. Of course it can be. 
indefinitely improved, but in all probability — 
the form will not be changed. On the con- 
trary, the likelihood is that man’s physical. 
form will remain stationary, that he has 
reached his goal, so far as the form of his_ 
body is concerned, and that his further evo- ° 
lutions will be mental, moral and spiritual | 
instead of physical.’*° i 

Socialists profess that the whole world | 
is a growth. Growth presupposes matter 
and life. That dead matter can take life | 
unto itself and turn into living plants, ani-. 
mals and men, of its own accord, is against — 
all common sense and needs faith, indeed! 

We shall conclude the socialistic creed of 
creation by quoting Mr. Blatchford, one of 
the greatest socialists in England: ‘We | 
cannot accept the God of creation, this sav- 
age idol of an obscure tribe and we have 
renounced him and are ashamed of him.’’* | 
He is a ‘‘ferocious and abominable personal- _ 
ity,—a blood-thirsty and unspeakable mon- | 
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ster—. We have no use for him. We have 
no criminal so ruthless nor so blood-guilty 
as he. He is not fit to touch our cities, im- 
perfect as we are. The thought of him de- 
files and nauseates. We should think him 
too horrible and pitiless for a devil, this red- 
handed, black-hearted Jehovah of the 
Jews.” Mr. B. does not believe in God, 
because he has not seen him, nor heard him, 
nor heard from him.* But he does believe 
that he is descended from a monkey millions 
of years ago." He forgets, however, to 
state when he saw that monkey, or heard his 
voice or heard from him. 


“The fool hath said in his 
canal heart: There is no God!’’® 
hy How fitting! And the social- 

istic faith is so much more fool- 
ish as it is against all facts. ‘Everywhere 
the millions of fossil illustrations of past 
ages show us many species simultaneously 
and successively; but nowhere are there in- 
stances of gradual transition from one spe- 
cies to another. This is acknowledged, not 
only by Christian naturalists, who might be 
suspected of partiality in the matter, but also 
by noted anti-christian scientists.’’** In try- 
ing to “‘prove’’ the contrary “scientists” have 
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admitted that they purposely and deliberately 
have falsified, doctored, schematized, and 
reconstructed embryological diagrams.*’*, 
The ibis in Egypt has not changed during 
4000 years, says Cuvier. Liebig writes: 
“Strict scientific investigation knows nothing 
of a chain of organic beings.’*°—"The im- 
mutability of species can only be refuted by 
experimental proofs of their changeableness. 
But when will this be possible? Will it ever 
be possible?”*? Wheat in Egypt 3000 years 
ago was just like the wheat of today.*” Man 
is today as he has ever been. ‘The oldest 
known skulls of the so-called stone age are 
exactly like those of the present day.’’*— 
“The oldest traces of humanity do not reach’ 
further back than the deluge.’**? Dr. K. 
Muller: “It was a great thought of Darwin’s 
to make all organism evolve one from the 
other. Unfortunately, however, a glance at 
the fossil creatures of the various creation 
periods dispels this beautiful idea.”** In fact 
evolution as a creation theory is a thing of 
the past.°* Still, the socialists cling to their 
theory. Although they cannot produce a 
single real proof for their contentions, they 
believe that a speck of jelly from nowhere, 
without knowing why, in course of time, be- 
gan to talk; but consider it the height of 
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absurdity to believe that God could make an 
ass speak.” They teach their children in 
their Sunday schools that a speechless brute 
became man, endowed with reason, simply 
by lifting up both its forelegs at once, but 
they deny Christianity as revealed to us in 
the Bible, because it presupposes miracles: 
Christ’s Conception, Birth, Resurrection and 
Ascension. “I cannot believe the story of 
Christ’s resurrection from the dead—be- 
cause that would be a miracle,’ says 
Blatchford. They believe the ‘‘miracle” 
that a change from a quadruped to a biped 
will turn a beast into a man, but reject all 
biblical miracles because they do not under- 
stand them.*® To this objection Mr. Wil- 
liam J. Bryan has pertinently said: “If we 
refused to eat anything until we could under- 
stand the mystery of its growth, we should 
die of starvation. But mystery does not 
bother us in the dining-room; it is only in 
the church that it is an obstacle.” But the 
Darwinian theory of creation does not do 
away with miracles, as it does not explain 
the origin of life. Says Mr. Bryan: “TI ex- 
amined these theories and found that they 
all assumed something to begin with. The 
nebular hypothesis, for instance, assumes 
that matter and force existed—matter in 
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particles infinitely fine and each particle sep- 
arated from every other particle by space 
infinitely great. Beginning with this assump- 
tion, force working on matter—according to 
this hypothesis—creates a universe. Well, 
I have a right to assume, and I prefer to 
assume a Designer back of the design, a 
Creator back of creation; and no matter how 
long you draw out the process of creation, 
so long as God stands back of it, you cannot 
shake my faith in Jehovah. In Genesis it is 
written that, in the beginning, God created 
the heavens and the earth, and I can stand 
on that proposition until I find some theory 
of creation that goes further back than the 
beginning.”—“I do not carry evolution as 
far as some do; I have not yet been able to 
convince myself that a man is a lineal de- 
scendant of the lower animals—. All I mean 
to say is that, while you may trace your 
ancestry back to the monkey if you find 
pleasure or pride in so doing, you shall not 
connect me with your family tree without 
more evidence than has yet been produced—, 
Go back as far as we may, we cannot escape 
from the creative act, and it is just as easy 
for me to believe that God created man as 
he is, as to believe that millions of years ago, 
he created a germ of life and endowed it 


37 


with power to develop into all that we see 
today. But I object to the Darwinian theory 
until more conclusive proof is produced, be- 
cause I fear that we shall loose the con- 
sciousness of God’s presence in our daily 
life, if, we must assume that through all the 
ages no spiritual force has touched the life 
of man or shaped the destiny of nations.’’* 
And can they understand the working of 
man’s conscience, if nothing exists but mat- 
ter? ‘‘It is impossible to see how the move- 
ments of atoms can be morally good or evil. 
No one has ever succeeded in proving the 
existence of the moral principle in matter; 
but if it is not intrinsic, whence is it, and how 
comes it to exist in the various manifesta- 
tions of matter? Or—: How comes the 
notion of a God, who rewards good and 
punishes evil, into the world, at all ?’37— 
Suppose that, years ago, I had met in a lonely 
mountain pass a tourist who showed me “a 
pocketfull of banknotes and turned to look 
over the precipice. I took the pocketbook 
from him and gave him a push. In another 
second his body lay a lifeless mass, at the 
foot of the rock. No one saw the deed, 
and no inquiries were ever made. The 
money laid the foundation of my fortune 
and I am now a man of position. What is 
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the reason that, since that time, I have not 
been able to sleep?—that I would give the 
world full of gold to see him standing there 
alive?”**°—if man was nothing but matter, 
that would soon cease to exist? Do mater- 
ialists understand this? They scorn the 
Christian belief in the soul and its immor-_ 
tality, and in miracles, “yet they believe in) 
a world which originated itself, without 
knowing why, in an unconscious substance | 
which generated consciousness.’’*°° 

“It is the presumption of human ignor- 
ance to hold that a thing is impossible, simply | 
because it seems to us incomprehensible,’’*** - 
says Maudsley. ‘He who tries to under- 
stand and explain a miracle—shows that he 
does not know what a miracle is, and in his’ 
attempt to explain it only succeeds in making 
a fool of himself both from a scientific and 
Christian point of view.’*** —‘“‘A miracle | 
cannot be grasped by the intellect any more 
than a sunbeam can be grasped by the hand, 
it must be seen by and in the spirit.” 
Great men believe in God and in miracles, 
‘The world is everywhere full of the majesty — 
of the Creator,” says Ritter, the greatest of 
geographers. And Robert Mayer, the dis-_ 
coverer of the unity of force, the greatest 
discovery of the last century, exclaimed at 
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a science congress: ‘Out of the fullness of 
my heart I cry, a right philosophy ought to 
be, and can be, nothing else than a propa- 
ganda of the Christian religion.”*** Coper- 
nicus, the founder of our modern world sys- 
tem, was sincerely pious; Kepler, one of the 
greatest of astronomers, concluded his most 
important work with these humble words: 
‘T thank Thee, Lord and Creator, that Thou 
hast given me this joy in Thy creation, this 
delight in the works of Thy hands. I have 
proclaimed the glory of Thy works to man 
in as far as my finite mind was capable of 
grasping Thy infinity. If I have said any- 
thing which is unworthy of Thee, or if I have 
sought after my own honor, of Thy mercy 
forgive me!” Isaac Newton humbly un- 
covered his head, whenever God’s name was 
mentioned, still so great was he, that Liebig 
says of him: “More light was given out— 
by Newton, than a thousand years before 
him were able to produce.’”*”” 

So we are in very respectable company, 
if we still believe in the God revealed to us 
in the Bible. How silly, on the other hand, 
of fallen mortal man who was not yester- 
day, is today and gone tomorrow; who 
knows next to nothing compared to what is 
to be known of himself on this earth, not 


SOCIALIST “SCIENCE.” 


There are winters, the June flies notwithstanding. 
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to speak of heaven and hell and God, yet 
boldly to assert in the name of science: “A 
miracle, anything supernatural, that is, any- 
thing that man—that I—cannot grasp, is an 
utter impossibility!” Imagine some up-to- 
date June-flies gathering at a lake shore on 
a warm day, discussing their conception of 
the world, when a wise one among them 
settles down on a prominent twig, addresses 
the others and proves to their satisfaction 
that, although they have lived but a week, 
they have investigated and found out for 
certain that there never was a time when the 
meadows were not green, the trees without 
leaves, and the water not lukewarm. The 
birds’ twitterings about a season when trees 
were bare, meadows bleak, weather cold, 
wind cutting and the lake covered with a 
thick, hard, transparent substance called ice, 
—the ephemeral June-flies sneered at as 
childish notions, declared them myths and— 


died! 


One might wonder why 
the socialists are so intent 
upon advocating the evolu- 
tionistic creation-theory and atheism. Lieb- 
knecht explains: “It is our duty as socialists 
to root out the faith in God with all our zeal, 


WHY STILL 
PERSISTENT? 
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nor is anyone worthy the name who does 
not consecrate himself to the spread of athe- 
ism.’’*°> “We must attack her (the church) 
because her economics, her politics, her 
ethics are contrary to our ideal,’*** says Leon 
Furnemont, a member of the Belgian Cham- 
ber of Deputies. “Religion spells death to 
socialism, just as socialism to religion,’’*” 
declares Isador Ladoff in the “International 
Socialist Review.” “It (socialism) utterly 
despises the ‘other world’,’*’’ says Bax. 
“Socialism and Christianity differ from each 


: 
| 


other as day does from the night,’’" 7° 


states Joseph Dietzgen. ‘‘Christianity is the 
greatest enemy of socialism,’’”*, and vice 
versa. “Can a believer follow the church 


teachings and yet be a socialist?—-We are — 


bound to admit that both in philosophy and 


politics there must be war between socialism | 


and the church.’**? Dr. Aveling calls Chris- 


tianity a curse." John Spargo asserts that 


“Sts (Christianity) very basis is a lie and a 
denial of the basic principle of socialism. 
Therefore “socialist schools should be 


founded in as many places as possible to 


counteract the influence of the churches.’’!” 


Why all these invectives against, and 
this hateful attack on the Triune God and_ 
his church? The fellow-believers of the 
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modern socialists at the time of David reply: 
“Tet us break their bands asunder and cast 
away their cords from us.”'** They want to 
dethrone God, and, if possible, relegate him 
entirely out of existence, that they may do 
as they please. For when God is done away 
with, there is no moral law, no God’s will to 
obey, no accusing conscience, whatever they 
may commit or omit. No wonder they are 
at war with the church, which teaches the 
people to believe in, serve and honor the 
very God the socialists deride and prosecute 
and plot against in order to reach their end. 
They make desperate efforts to belittle God, 
his word, his prophets, apostles and min- 
isters of the gospel and secular authorities. 
God does not at all come up to the standard 
of what they claim a God ought to be. If 
he had been any good, he would 


SOCIALIST not have allowed sin to enter 
et the world,* nor tolerated a 
THE BIBLE ‘ r 


devil—to tempt man.’** He 
would have given us a perfect Bible.“° Our 
Bible is full of errors,’ incomplete and not 
tue,"** but “a medley: of vearly fabless 7? 
“The heroes of the Bible are immoral sav- 
ages.”**? Thomas Paine surpasses Moses 
and Isaiah as a writer, Ingersoll Solomon.** 
Carlyle is more moral than Jeremiah; Ruskin 
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is superior to Isaiah—Thomas Moore, Spen- 
cer—and Emerson are worth more to us than 
all the prophets.*?? As a moral code the 
commandments amount to very little.*** The 
Bible is not fit to let the children read, nor 
to send to the heathens.’** The New Testa- 
ment considered as a moral and spiritual 


guide for mankind, is unsatisfactory—. “I 


am sure that it would be easy to compile a 
book more suitable to the needs of man,’’'*® 
says Blatchford. The New Testament is 


now being translated into five hundred lan-— 


guages or more. [f it is “easy” for Mr. B. 
to write a book that is more suitable to the 
needs of man than is the New Testament, he 
should be encouraged to do so. It would be 


worth while. But, if he has recently touched 
the books he already has written, he should © 
wash his hands and heart very thoroughly 
before commencing on that wonderful book 


of his. 

ZC NN Eee The socialists also ridicule 
: and disdain the servants of 

tl ar God’s church of today. A 


socialist paper in Troms¢, 
Norway, headlines an article about the inabil- 
of a charge to get a minister, thus: “Scarcity 
of fibbers!’’*°° “Wherever two or three cler-. 


45 


gymen are gathered together, there, surely, 
are hypocrisy and humbug in the midst of 
them,”**? says B. Glasier, a prominent so- 
cialist of England. Howard Caldwell says: 
“The ministers (in each church’*”®) are bound 
by their meal-tickets to the capitalist system 
with its wage-slavery, etc.,—it is easy to see, 
why we are told: ‘A good working man 
should be religious’!’*** If he (the preach- 
er) were to tell the truth, “he would run 
an imminent risk of losing his job,” and “if 
he were to lose his job, he knows of no other 
occupation in the world to which he could 
turn with a fair prospect of being able to 
make a living,— he would face actual starva- 
tion.” But, “by being a hypocrite he can 
provide them (wife and children) with ma- 
terial and educational advantages. — — The 
average preacher trims his sails to the 
breeze,’*” says John Work. To an insinua- 
tion that ministers have no opinion of their 
own, but speak as they do, that they may 
get something to eat, and exhort working- 
people to be, religious, in order that the cap- 
italists may use them as their slaves, I for 
one plead “not guilty.” The ministry should 
not be judged by a few exceptions, unworthy 
of the profession, as for instance, some of 
those “ministers of the gospel,’’ who have 
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turned socialists. A. Bebel: ‘A working 
man who cleans sewers, to guard human be- 
ings against the dangers of germs of disease, 
is a very useful member of society, while—_ 
a theologian who seeks to mystify the minds 
by the teaching of supernatural doctrines is_ 
a very harmful individual,’ although he is | 
but teaching people how to become Chris- 
tians and how to live a godly life. A con- 
tributor to ““Gaa Paa” (“Onward’’), a Nor- 
wegian-American socialist paper, formerly 
published at Girard, Kansas, has this to say: 
‘This church business is the greatest obstacle 
in the way of intellectual progress among our 
countrymen—these drones, the ministers, are 
mainly to blame for the Norwegian working 
men’s and farmers’ not daring to read a_ 
socialist paper, much less to affiliate with the | 
party of the working people,—these ‘con- 
secrated’ idlers dread work more than sin 
itself and consequently oppose tooth and nail. 
socialism because under it, they might be 
forced to do some work. It is therefore in’ 
their interest to paint socialism blacker than 
the devil himself, to picture it as hostile to 
religion, destructive to the home, etc.’’*** 
Editorially the same paper insinuates that a 
multitude of the ministerial host takes it 
easy, ’—that there among them are many 


47 


indolent, fattened worshippers of Mammon 
and that the church is a nursery for their 
greed for power.’ 

It is not easy for human nature, with 
good grace, to accept such false accusations, 
as being called a lick-spittle who dares not 
speak the truth, lest the rich capitalist will 
deprive him of his meal-ticket, when he 
knows he is preaching law in its severity to 
all alike and the delightful gospel una- 
‘bridged, without fear or favor,—or as being 
characterized as a harmful member of so- 
ciety when he self-sacrificingly endeavors to 
live for his fellow-men,—or being called a 
lazy dog, when he works early and late for 
the oppression of evil and for the betterment 
of mankind. ‘“The workers, who come in 
contact with him frequently, know that he 
has no eight-hour day, but usually a twelve 
and fifteen-hour day of the most diversified 
activity.*** Ministers “doing all the work” 
surrounded by the people watching them do 
it, are forcibly reminded of Job 1:14: ‘The 
oxen were plowing, and the asses feeding 
beside them.” Still, this notwithstanding, 
we should not mind it, if it concerns us alone. 
But the Scriptures say: ‘‘Let the elders that 
rule well be counted worthy of double honor, 
especially they who labor in the word and 
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doctrine.” And of those who preach the 
gospel Christ says: “He that despiseth you 
despiseth me: and he that despiseth me de- 
spiseth him that sent me,’’**—that is God! 
The socialists defile and dishonor and blas- 
pheme God himself. 


SECULAR They also despise the secu- 
AUTHORITY /@r_ authorities that God has 
ordained. The Bible teaches: 

‘Let every soul be subject unto the higher 
powers. For there is no power but of God: 
the powers that be are ordained of God, 
whosoever resisteth the power, resisteth the 
ordinance of God: and they that resist shall 
receive to themselves damnation.’’*** ‘Put 
them in mind to be subject to principalities 
and powers, to obey magistrates.’*** ‘‘Sub- 
mit yourselves to every ordinance of man for 
the Lord’s sake: whether it be the King as 
supreme; or unto governors as unto them 
that are sent by him.”**® We are exhorted 
to pray and thank God “for kings and for 
all that are in authority; that we may lead 
a quiet and peaceable life in all godliness 
and honesty. For this is good and accept- 
able in the sight of God our Savior.”**° | 
God has also ordained that there shall 

be masters and servants, and not as East- 


} 
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wood claims: ‘‘Wages is a thing peculiar to 
the present system.’ “‘Servants, obey in 
all things your masters according to the flesh; 
not with eye-service as men-pleasers, but 
in singleness of heart fearing God.’’**’— 
“Knowing that whatsoever good thing any 
man doeth, the same shall he receive of the 
Lord, whether he be bond or free. And, ye 
masters, do the same things unto them, for- 
bearing threatening: knowing that your Mas- 
ter also is in heaven: neither is there respect 
of persons with him.’’*** Socialists them- 
selves assert that ‘“‘the socialist party differs 
in many other important respects from every 
other political party.’"° They call them- 
selves ‘‘rebels.” Mr. Kerr, the editor, 
writes the author: The International So- 
cialist Review sells on sight and ‘The 
Review’’-hustler can double his money 
and make new Rebels at the same time.*** 
A rebel is ‘‘one who rebels against his govern- 
ment.” ‘“The philosophy of socialism teaches 
disobedience to authority, disloyalty to coun- 
try’'*” and contempt for our rulers. ‘The 
Little Socialist” says: ‘We should not have 
any rulers. We should not allow anyone to 
govern us.’*** The children should “not 
support the government.”**® Children are 
instructed to despise and insult our president. 
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“Taft grasped the Czar of Russia’s hand. 
We hope none of you shook hands with 
Taft. Tell your teacher you despise Taft.” 
‘““All class distinction shall be abolished,’ 
says Marx. ‘‘With the abolition of private 
property—the state—will gradually pass 
out of existence.”*° ‘‘The state gradually 
ceases to exist with the passing away of class 
tule, as surely as religion ceases to exist 
when the belief in superior powers is no 
longer met with,’’*** says Bebel. 

Whatever the socialist Cohudtnncalil 
would be, it would not be an ordinance of 
God like the ordinances of rulers and sub- 
jects, masters and servants. ‘Down with 
the wage system is the fundamental demand 
of social democracy, the Alpha and Omega | 
of our agitation,’ says Liebknecht. We 
are enjoined by God to love our masters.** 


Modern socialism is founded 

CLASS «ol le” a d 
STRUGGLE ©” ‘class struggle” (hatred), 
in most cases made to order by 
agitators. “On the ground of class struggle 
we are invincible; if we leave it, we are lost, 
because we are no longer socialists. The 
strength and power of socialism rests in the 
fact that we are leading a class struggle,’”’*”® 
says the founder of the democratic party of 
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Germany. Notice the expression ‘‘we are 
leading a class struggle,” that is, they are 
doing all they can, to create discontent and 
bitterness and to infuse hatred into the 
“working-class” towards their masters.—‘“‘It 
is a fool slave—who loves his master,’’**® 
says Frank M. Eastwood. “Were it not for 
hatred, no movement for the achievement 
of liberty would as yet have been started in 
the world.”**? Hillquit claims: ‘“The mod- - 
ern toiler does his share of the world’s work 
under protest,—renders his services grudg- 
ingly. Instinctively he hates his employ- 
er.’°§ With comparatively few exceptions, 
created by the socialists, that is not the case, 
however. Says Dr. Ryan: “That assertion 
that the toiler instinctively hates his employer 
applies only to a small minority of the labor- 
ing classes. Strikes are steadily decreasing 
(see Adams and Sumner, Labor Problems, 
Ni Y. 1905,\p. 180) 2"? \\ But socialists try 
hard to bring the class hatred about by mis- 
representing facts, claiming, for instance, 
that the farmer is a wage slave,'°—that the 
hired girl is a slave,**"—that a wage worker 
is just as much a slave as were the chattel 
slaves of olden times,’** **°—that all workers 
are practically slaves**—and as a conse- 
quence thereof “have abstained from prac- 
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tically everything that distinguishes men 
from beasts and makes life worth living.’*” 
—That “the environment of the average 
man is such that he is condemned to starve 
himself mentally, morally and spiritually in 
order to escape physical starvation,”**—_ 
that “he works, but acquires nothing,’ that | 
“every day the workers have less and less 
food,’** that “all his (the average wage 
worker) property put together would not 
invoice $102.00,’** still he is ‘‘burdened 
with the principal weight of taxation,’** | 
that, ‘“‘the people of every civilized nation 
are being driven to crime, prostitution and 
insanity, because of the difficulty of obtain- 
ing food, shelter and clothing,’’*®* that ‘“‘cap-. 
italism makes it impossible for the average 
worker to own his own home and to have 
anything but the cheapest carpets, curtains 
and clothes and food and he cannot afford 
to have books and pictures,’’**°—that the 
average laborer ‘‘can know but little of life, 
less of liberty and that pursuit of happiness 
is a huge joke,’—that “the average wage 
worker looks into a future black as Egyptian 
darkness,’—that “in the skies of present 
conditions there shines no stars of hope. He 
looks forward to the time when he becomes 
too old to work, then he will be cast aside 
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for a younger man, thrown upon his family 
or carted away to the poorhouse and a paup- 
er’s grave,’*7° 


Socialism, on the other 
hand, will abolish class distinc- 
tion,’ 172 drunkenness,’”? the 
cause of which is capitalism,*”°—and remove 
poverty and all menaces to home and fam- 
ily, * long hours, lack of hope, racking 
worry, physical discomfort, overwork, men- 
tal and moral starvation, the fierce struggle 
for a bare animal existence,**—‘“‘will abolish 
political corruption altogether,”*”°—“will put 
all on the inside by the formation of the 
co-operative common wealth which would 
own all the trusts and be owned by all the 
people,’*” will kill graft,*""—practically 
abolish divorce,** as it will remove the 
causes,*”® will “bring about an environment 
that will cause men to become better and bet- 
ter morally until eventually there will not 
be any need of criminal laws.’**° It will then 
“be easy for them to do right and hard 
for them to do wrong—one will no longer 
be driven to do evil—it will no longer be 
necessary for them to do wrong.*™ ‘Thieves, 
tramps and vagabonds, murderers, perjury, 
fraud, arson, counterfeiting, lawsuits, hostili- 
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ties, dissension, war, rebellion, injustice, etc., 
will disappear. Even ignorance will be 
entirely removed.*** Everybody will then 
have it just as nice as the rich people have it 
now by working just as few hours every 
day. “Misery, want and privation will be 
impossible.’’***—“The great glory of social- 
ism is, that it will emancipate the people 


from eternal slavery to the securing of mere — 
food, clothing and shelter.”’**°—‘We pro- 


pose to expropfiate (deprive of property) 
the few capitalists because the many workers 


need the property which the capitalists have © 


taken from them. It is merely the restitu- 


tion of stolen goods.”*** ‘“They have stolen — 


them.’’*°® And if the audience is ripe for it, 


it will also be informed by agitators that 


free love will be much in evidence in the so- 


cialist commonwealth. 


‘The Appeal is frequently asked how the 


socialists will get possession of the railroads, © 


the telegraph, the telephone, the coal mines, 
the oil fields and the instruments of produc- 
tion. Let me say again, as I have said fre- 
quently in these columns, that the Appeal is 


in favor of confiscating them. Why should 
we beat around the bush?’’*” says the editor. — 
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It is a wonderful chorus— 
international, indeed! And 
how harmoniously they sing! 
Pratice makes perfect. Arthur Edward 
Phillips has well said: ‘‘The desire for 
property is found in everyone. It is one of 
the greatest incentives to action. The child 
wants to own the toy, the maiden wants to 
ossess the handsome gown, the wife the 
beautiful home, the merchant the magnificent 
store, the employee wants more salary, the 
capitalist a greater return for his investment. 
It is this motive that impels the young man 
to attend strictly to his clerical duties, to go 
down early to the office and work late, 
it impels the merchant to be considerate of 
his customers and the financier to plan and 
scheme. It is this desire that sends the 
farmer to his field at four in the morning 
and the miner into the dangerous coalpit. 
It is the motive that is at the very founda- 
tion of our vast commercial and industrial 
structure.’’*’ When socialist agitators tell 
people that this end may be reached imme- 
diately by turning the state and nation into 
a socialist commonwealth, where no one 
needs to work early and late but only a few 
hours daily—‘‘Any young girl can—support 
herself by a couple of hours’ work a day’’** 


HARMONIOUS 
SONG 
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—“work will be mere play for a short time - 
each day’’**°—and still make many times — 
more than they do now, and besides be joint 
owner of everything,—it is but natural that 
many imbibe this socialistic intoxicant in such 
great quantities that they soon become un-— 
balanced and lose their reason. It is human 
nature to want much for little or nothing, 
as is well expressed by the Caucasian adage: - 
“Who shall work ?”—“You and I.”—‘‘Who - 
shall eat?”—“I and you.”*** But if they 
gave a thought to God’s word and human 
experience and used common sense, they | 
would find it to be an utter impossibility for 
WILD social agitators to redeem their 
DREAMS Promises. True happiness can 
never be attained by disregarding 
truth and ignoring God, the source of real 
happiness. 


It is mot true, that the farmer is. 

THE 
TRUTH 2 Wage slave. He is the freest} 
man on God’s earth. He is more 
independent than a great financier,—may_ 
come and go when and wherever he 
chooses without having to give account there- | 
of to anyone. If the servant girls have ever 
been slaves, it must be a thing of the past, 
as it is now next to impossible to get a girl 
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to do housework, and, even if a girl can be 
had, the housewife must entertain her roy- 
ally to make her stay, and it would not be 
surprising to many a mistress of today, if 
her maid-servant accosted her as did the 
maid-servant of Frankfort who, on the day 
after the Revolution of 1848, said to her 
mistress: ‘‘Now as we are equal, you shall 
carry the coalbox and I will wear the dia- 
monds.’’*** It is not true, that ‘‘woman (i. e. 
wife) is the slave of man because man sup- 
ports her.’’*** It is mot true that the ‘‘aver- 
age” working man is a slave, much less “‘all 
of them.” ‘They never suspected they were 
“slaves” before they heard a socialistic soap- 
box orator tell them so or read it in a social- 
ist propaganda book. ‘The great majority 
of them thought they were happy men, until 
socialists informed them of their ‘‘slavery.” 
It is not true that “the workers” have had to 
abstain from everything that distinguishes 
men from beasts. Some men make “‘beasts”’ 
of themselves, it is true, but it is their own 
fault. Even Hillquit “cheerfully admits 
that on the whole, life is more propitious 
today even to the masses than it was at any 
time in the past.’’*°° We need not another 
form of government or abolition of all gov- 
ernment, nor better laws, but to enforce 
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those we have, to make life more “pro- 
pitious”’ still. In the midst of large public 
libraries and free libraries in every country 
schoolhouse and in many churches, and 
churches of different denominations at al- 
most every turn,—all welcoming, yea urging 

“everybody” to come in to free pews, it is 
not true that the ‘‘average’’ man is con- 
demned to starve himself mentally, morally 
and spiritually. He has time “to help him- 
self.” If he needs rest, change of work i is 9 
rest. It is not true that the “ average” work- 
ing man owns possessions for $102. only. 
Great many of them own fine residences. — 
The fact that one rents a house, need not — 
imply that he owns nothing. To say that 
he acquires nothing and still is burdened © 
with a principal weight of taxation, is non- — 
sense, and to claim that the ‘“‘average”’ work- — 
ingman must commit crimes to obtain food, 
clothes and shelter,—that he is driven to do 
evil, must necessarily do wrong, and—that 
the life of the “average” laborer has a fu- 
ture in store for him as gloomy as the Egyp- © 
tian darkness with no star of hope today — 
and that he finally will be carted away to a | 
pauper’s grave,—is all rot. I am a “work- — 


ing’ man, have always lived and worked — 
among working people and followed hun- — 
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dreds of them to the grave, but not one has 
been ‘‘carted away.” 

Furthermore, it is mot true that socialism 
will abolish class distinction. In the socialist 
commonwealth there will at least be two 
classes, one of officials to distribute the bur- 
dens and the results of labor; the other of 
the drudges to execute their commands. 
Such a distinction will not bring with it so- 
cial peace. 51 per cent. of the voters can 
run everything. The dissatisfied minority 
will do their “share of the world’s work 
under protest—grudgingly.”** There will 
then be the same difference between the two 
factions as there is said to have existed be- 
tween the older political parties, viz: One 
is in power and the others want to come 
into power. There are differences of opin- 
ion among the socialists now, when they are 
theorizing only. There will self-evidently 
be more discord, when they shall bring their 
theories into practice,—when “all are to 
rule.” I fear that Bebel is a false prophet, 
when saying: ‘Dissension will disappear in 
the socialist commonwealth.”’**? The social- 
ists’ promises to abolish drunkenness, lack 
of hope, moral starvation, political corrup- 
tion, graft, divorces, vagrancy, murder, per- 
jury, fraud, arson, hostilities, injustice, 
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sound strange, indeed, when sung together — 
with their moral creed. , 


MORAL Their moral creed in part reads” 
CREED. thus: “‘As a moral code the com-— 

mandments amount to very lit- 
tle.”*°? “That alone is right for the mem-— 
ber of any class which serves the interest of © 
that class as a whole—there is nothing the 
working man needs so much to know as this: | 
that for them and for every individual mem- | 
ber of their class that alone is right which 
serves the interests of the working class and 
that alone is wrong which defeats the inter-_ 
est of that class.”"** ‘To speak of the mo-- 
rality of the future when one refers to the 
classless society to which socialists look for-_ 
ward, is the height or the depth of absurdity. 
Under socialism there will be no moral ; 
ity,’’*°° says Robert Rives La Monte. Nietz-_ 
sche tells us: “Suicide in such a case (i. €. | 
in declining years) is a quite natural and] / 
due proceeding that ought to command re-— 
spect as a triumph of reason.”** ‘Upon 
gaining an insight into this wandering of the - 
reason and the imagination, one ceases to be 
a Christian.”*" We Christians cannot re- 
spect, but abhor such views, but it must be 
conceded that as a materialist and real so- 
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cialist he is logical in his view. If he be- 
lieves that “he came from nowhere and is 
going back again to the same place’’ then, 
why not commit suicide when he likes to stay 
here no longer? If in this life only we have 
hope—we are of all men most miserable.*® 
The death of Stephen and Judas are types 
of the death of a Christian and a materialist, 
socialist and atheist respectively. ‘The 
ideal death of the Christian is martyrdom; 
that is, the yielding up of his God-given life 
for the sake of God and for love of the 
God who himself died a martyr’s death on 
earth. The fitting end of the atheist is 
suicide, the voluntary plunge into supposed 
annihilation, in reality, alas! into the iron 
arms of Satan.’’?°° 

Their supposed annihilation will prove 
to be a dream. 


They confess: ‘“There exists 
weour _-n0_ future life.”?"” The belief 
ETERNITY? ‘9 heaven and hell is a baseless 

superstition.” Blatchford 
thinks it “astounding that Christians believe 
in the hellfire in the world to come.””? He 
says: “We do not believe—in devils and 
eternal fire.”** ‘We have got rid of hell, 
we have got rid of the devil.’** ‘The old 
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theological question—of the continuance of 


the individual consciousness after death has — 
no more ethical or religious importance than — 
—that of the origin of the irregular Greek — 
verbs—’”? says Bax. The Christians, “they 
look beyond the grave and hope that there ~ 
they'll be repaid, poor fools, for being — 


good”—‘“Be brave enough to make this 


earth a Paradise whereon the Sun of Joy 
shall never set.’’*°> ‘“When the heaven above — 
appears nothing more than an immense false- 
hood, men will seek to create for themselves © 
a heaven below.’*°® ‘“Then heaven gladly 
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shall we leave to angels and to sparrows. 


“Socialism — brings back religion from — 
heaven to earth.’”’° “Here we haveg 
heaven.”*° “The hour has come for the 
religion of the here and now, for the religion — 
of this world; the religion that saves here— 
the religion that saves the soul and the body; — 
that saves not after death, but that saves — 
from death, the religion of the kingdom of — 
heaven here.”*° ‘The conviction that@ 
heaven is upon earth and that death 


means the end, will cause people to lead a_ 
rational life,”** says Bebel. They deny 
God, heaven and hell, but that does not do | 
away with God, heaven or hell. Jesus says: 
“have ye not read in the book of Moses, 
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how in the bush God spake unto him, saying, 
I am the God of Abraham, and the God of 
Isaac, and the God of Jacob? He is not the 
God of the dead, but the God of the living: 
ye therefore do greatly err.””’ God lives 
and so does Abraham. There is accordingly 
a hereafter. Socialists tell us we have no 
immortal soul.*** We know we have a soul. 
“T am as sure that there is another life as 
I am sure that I live today.’’*** Conscience, 
a part of the soul, tells man so. We find this 
deep and universal testimony in all ages. 
Even the heathen Socrates professes: ““‘Were 
death to be the end of all, it would be truly 
a fortunate thing for the wicked to get rid 
of their body and at the same time of their 
wickedness. But now since the soul shows 
itself to us immortal, there can be no refuge 
from evil.” You can not prove immortality, 
but you do not have to, in order to be justi- 
fied in believing it. Indeed, the burden of 
proof is on the doubter. Says Henri Berg- 
son, the French philosopher, “the greatest 
Jewish philosopher since Spinoza’’*”: ‘‘No- | 
body can prove that something will never 
come to an end; such an attempt would be 
absurd. But if we can prove that the role 
of the brain is to fix the attention of the 
mind on matter and that by far the greater 
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part of mental life is independent of the 
brain, then we have proved the likelihood 
of survival; and it is for those who do not 
believe it to prove they are right, not for © 
us to prove they are wrong. — — 

“Tf everything in the mind had its coun- 
terpart in the brain, the survival of the hu- | 
man personality would be highly improbable, — 


but if the mind transcends the brain, and if — 


the brain only reflects that part of mental — 
life which has to do with action, then we — 
may conclude that survival—is at least likely. © 
And not only is such survival probable, it is — 
susceptible of more and more definite 
proof.”** Just as a watch movement will 
run, if removed from the case, so will the | 
soul live, after it leaves the body.””” For in- — 
stance, Abraham, Isaac and Jacob lived at 
the time of Christ. Moses and Elijah’s 
talking with Christ on the Mount of Trans- | 
figuration and Christ’s resurrection prove the 
immortality of the soul. Further, God’s © 
great preparation for saving souls, and 
Christ’s idea of the value of a soul. The 
whole world is next to nothing in value to 
a human soul. Such an assertion by him> 
who speaks with authority would be void 
of meaning, were not the soul immortal. 
“Without the immortality of the soul, re- 
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ligion (and also life) surely is like—a bridge 
ending in an abyss.’’*°° 


There is no place for hope in 
the socialist’s creed. He may be 
rich, honored, learned, happy and 
healthy and proud of it. But he may lose his 
money, his wife and child may die, he may 
lose his mind, or his doctor may tell him: 
“You are suffering from an incurable dis- 
ease. Nothing can be done for you.” Thus 
his “heaven on earth’ turns into anxiety, 
suffering, sickness, and finally death, which 
no materialist looks forward to with real 
joy. “Years ago I was ona visit to a friend, 
when I happened to speak of Paradise. He 
smiled and, pointing out of the window over 
his extensive estate, cried: ‘There is my 
Paradise!’—A few years afterward I re- 
turned to the place—the owner of it sat in 
his room, a broken-hearted man, the picture 
of misery. His son had been drowned in 
the lake before his eyes; a daughter had 
made an unhappy marriage, and he himself 
was slowly dying of an incurable disease. 
And when his younger daughter came into 
his room and said, ‘Father, I am going to 
drive into town; what shall I bring you?’ he 


answered gloomily, NApistol 171%* 


NO 
HOPE 


Pee rn ee 
| 
a 
How different the suffering 
Job, bereft of all his posses- 
sions, dear ones and health, sur- 
rounded by an unsympathetic wife and ac- 
cusing “friends,” but still exclaimed in the 
midst of untold misery: “I know that my 
Redeemer liveth and that he shall stand at 
the latter day upon the earth. And though 
after my skin worms destroy this body, yet 
in my flesh I shall see God whom I shall see 
for myself and mine eyes shall behold,” 
or as the dying reformer exclaimed, ‘Into 
Thy hands I commend my spirit. Thou hast 
redeemed me, Thou faithful God.” Or as 
the Christian church has prayed for gen 
erations: 

“While I draw this fleeting breath, 

When my eyelids close in death, 

When I soar to worlds unknown, 

See Thee on Thy judgment throne; 


Rock of Ages, cleft for me, 
Let me hide myself in Thee!’3% 


“My gracious God, when I must die, 
O bear my happy soul above, 
With Christ, my Lord, eternally iy 
To share Thy glory and Thy love! 
Then comes it right and well with me, 
When, where and how my death shall be "sve 


Dear reader: When your eyelids close 
in death, what “faith” will best dispel de- 
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spair and fill your heart with joyful anticipa- 
tions, the socialistic belief that death ends 
everything and will presently reduce you, 
body, mind and soul, to hydrogen, oxygen, 
etc..—or the Christian faith that death will 
release your real self, your immortal soul, 
from the mortal coil, and bring it back to 
him who gave it, there to spend eternity in 
unspeakable joy with the Triune God, the 
angels and the host of saved, ‘‘arrayed in 
white, now gathered in the Holy Place” har- 
moniously to encore the praise to God for- 
evermore? ‘Think on these things! 

And having decided how you wish to 
die, live accordingly. ‘There are two ways 
of spending our brief stay here on earth, 
the one as God has intended it, and the other 
as the corrupt human nature prescribes. 


panies God himself united Adam and 
AND THE Eve in wedlock. Marriage is 
the first and the oldest of God’s 
HOME Pad ane ; 
institutions on earth. It is 6000 
years old. God preserved it after the fall 
also. It is most necessary to the welfare 
of mankind. But socialists say: ‘The prev- 
alent conception that the present family 
form has existed since times immemorial and 
must continue to exist lest our entire civili- 


zation be endangered—has been proven 
faulty.”*** ‘“‘Monogamic (one man and one 
woman) marriage—is the outcome of the 
system of gain and property that has been 
established by bourgeois society and there- 
fore undoubtedly forms one of its basic prin- 
ciples. But whether it is adapted to natural 
needs and to a healthy development of hu- 
man society is a different question.””*? ‘“Mon- 
ogamy was the first form of the family, not 
founded on natural, but on economic con- 
ditions.””?? They (non- socialists) “sniff dis- 
dainfully at the fact or the notion of sexual 
intercourse outside of this relation (Mon-’ 
ogamic marriage).”*** Monogamy does by 
no means enter history as the highest form of 
marriage,” but “the modern monogamous 
family is founded on the open or disguised 
domestic slavery of women.”*** ‘Marriage 
is a regulation of property—when property 
is transformed—marriage will lose its reason 
for existence, and boys and girls may then 
freely and without fear of censure, listen 
to the wants and promptings of their na- 
ture.”*’* —- — free sexual intercourse—can 
be the highly moral product of a healthy 


needs no property in a particular wo- 
man—.**" We speak of Holy Matrimony, 
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but socialists say: “The marriage system 
today is based on impurity—and on a big 
lie.”*?5 God found marriage to be necessary 
from the very beginning of the human race, 
therefore he instituted it, and 4000 years 
later Christ sanctioned it. But Bebel says: 
“There is no reason for matrimony.’ 
Christ says: “‘What therefore God hath 
joined together, let no man put asunder,” 
and those joined in holy wedlock promise 
mutually to live with one another, ac- 
cording to God’s holy word, and love 
and honor one another, in_ prosperity 
and adversity, keep themselves unto one 
another as long as they both shall live, 
while socialists inform us that in their ‘‘Com- 
monwealth” no binding contract would be 
necessary between the parties.?* * For 
they say: ‘Marriage for life and responsi- 
bility of the parents for the children born in 
wedlock, is almost at an end even now.’’””® 
“If between a man and a woman who have 
entered into a union, incompatibility, disap- 
pointment or revulsion should appear, mo- 
rality commands a dissolution of the union 
which has become unnatural and therefore 
immoral,’’**° says Bebel. “Love is the only 
recognized marriage in socialism. Conse- 
quently, no bonds of any kind would be rec- 
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ognized.*”” Divorces would be impossible, as — 
there would be nothing to divorce for when 
love ceased, separation would naturally en- 
sue;’’*? that is, when they get angry with — 
each other they simply leave each other and 
let the state take care of their children, for — 
they have made each other no promise, or ~ 
at best said, when they first met: “I will 
be true to you at least until—next Thursday © 
morning!” Jesus says: “I say unto you, | 
Whosoever shall put away his wife, except — 
it be for fornication, and shall marry an- 
other, committeth adultery, and whoso mar- — 
rieth her which is put away doth commit 
adultery.” John Work says: ‘‘Short-— 
sighted persons say—that while divorce may — 
be necessary, the divorced persons should 
not be permitted to marry again— —To 
forbid the remarriage of divorced persons 
is simply to drive them into illicit relations. 
That is what these shortsighted persons 
would do!’’**? Poor “shortsighted” Jesus! 
Hillquit says: “Socialists would extend that 
privilege (of divorce) to all persons whose 
marital life has been rendered lawless, joy- | 
less, and miserable for any reason whatso- 
ever.”** “Marriage should be a voluntary 


association, dissoluble by either party at 
“Most socialists stand for dis- 


pleasure.’’*** 
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solubility of the marriage ties, at the pleas- 
ure of the contracting parties.”’*** 

God blessed Adam and Eve and said 
unto them: “Be fruitful and multiply and 
replenish the earth,” *** and Christian mar- 
ried people have always considered their 
children as blessed gifts from God. To 
teach them this fact God let Abraham, Isaac, 
Hannah and many others pray for years for 
children before he granted their prayers. 
But socialists tell us that God has nothing 
to do with replenishing the earth, but the 
state is to control it—and abortion is highly 
recommended! Listen! ‘The marriage is 
all right, the sooner the better, but the fam- 
ily? Cut it out, young working men and 
working women, however much it goes 
against the grain or against the advice of 
Teddy.””** ‘The so-called race suicide is 
in reality a maternal general strike—that no 
more children shall be brought into the 
world until a change of social conditions 
has made it a fit place for them to live in. 
The demand for more children is the cry 
of the imperialistic atavistic beast type of a 
man like Roosevelt.’** “I congratulate the 
woman who refuses to rear a_ large 
family.””** More than a million copies of 
the book, from which I last quoted, was 
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sold in five months, says Mr. Ries.” Think © 
of the influence! j 

Mr. Kerr writes me as an inducement to — 
subscribe for ‘““The International Review”: 
‘European capitalists are making it a crime — 
for working women to refuse to bear chil- — 
dren and are inflicting the severest penalties — 
on those who teach them how to prevent © 
conception. But the movement to stop bear- 
ing children to become food for cannons, or | 
slaves for the master class is growing by 
leaps and bounds. Read Caroline Nelson’s — 
report in the ‘Review’.””, Dr. Wm. J. Robin- | 
son, fa frequent contributor to socialist pa-— 
pers,” writes: ‘I know of no more import-— 
ant task than to do everything in our power 
to repeal the infamous law which makes the — 
sending of information about the prevention — 
of conception a crime exactly on par with the 
crime of performing an abortion, and about 
equivalent to that of burglary and mur-— 
der.’’**° “He continues: “There is no single — 
measure that would so positively, so imme- — 
diately contribute toward the happiness and — 
progress of the human race as teaching the | 
people the proper means of prevention of — 
conception.(!) This has been my deepest — 
and sincerest conviction since I have learned 
to think rationally.”’ Yes, rationally in-— 
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deed! Mary Tyng declares: ‘After all, it 
is not pleasant for woman, to say the least, 
to feel that there is a little life growing in 
her, that she must kill. But eventually I 
believe that we shall become so enlightened 
that these—women will need only to go to a 
hospital and say: “I have become pregnant 
by accident and should like to have an oper- 
ation.”***. May God protect our land from 
such “enlightenment”! It is a lamentable 
fact that others, besides socialists, are also 
practising the heinous sin above mentioned, 
but there is still the great difference that 
they consider it a sin. We have even a 
federal law that makes the giving of any 
information regarding this subject a felony 
punishable by five years at hard labor and 
$5000 fine, and quite a few are now in prison 
for having disregarded this law. But the 
socialists not only deny that this crime is a 
sin, but they consider it their duty to intro- 
duce this crime as much as possible. Says 
Mr. Lemon: ‘The prevention of concep- 
tion is another subject on which there is per- 
haps even greater need of education, a cam- 
paign against the laws, court decisions and 
post office rulings which prevent the dissem- 
ination of information on this question.’’** 
Law abiding citizens, indeed! 
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To make their moral doctrine still more © 
gruesome the socialists continue: ‘When, — 
however, we consider the relation of pro- — 
duction to society, we find that this right of | 
the individual in the matter of parenthood — 
is absolute only so far as the rejection of © 
parenthood is concerned, that the assump- — 
tion of parenthood is a right which society — 
alone should be permitted to gant and — 
which should not be considered as the right — 
of the individual at all. In other words, © 
every man and woman has the right to re- — 
fuse to become a parent, because through — 
such a decision no social act is involved. © 
The bringing of more human beings into — 
society, however, is distinctly a social act, 
and must, therefore, be regulated and con- © 
trolled by society like every other social — 
aet:’"?*? 

“Society’s control over it (reproduction) — 
must be unquestioned and absolute.”’**° God, — 
our Father and Creator, has nothing to do 
with this! Children belong no longer to 
their parents. The parents are but to fill © 
the orders that the state puts in. ‘‘Over- — 
production is prohibited, and good stock is — 
preferable,” as Rev. Fr. Th. J. Sherman | 
pertinently puts it in The Chicago Record © 
Herald: ‘Socialism, in its view of matri- — 
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mony, reduces the state to the level of a 
breeding farm. Socialism asks us to vote 
for the dishonor of our mothers, for the 
shame of every drop of blood in our bodies. 
Are we men to permit such a party to rear 
its political standard in our midst? Where 
is American manhood and courage, that they 
do not rise and drive the advocates of such 
principleseout of the political field?” 

Bebel says ‘‘that modern marriage fre- 
quently fails to fulfill its true object and 
that we are not justified in regarding it as 
an ideal institution.”*** This is true con- 
cerning those families where sin rules and 
corrupts holy matrimony. ‘That is not, how- 
ever, the fault of God’s ordinance, but their 
own. But look into the bosom of a Chris- 
tian family where the father is the stay, 
the mother the comfort, the children the sun- 
shine and God their constant guest. No 
wonder, heaven has been likened to such a 
home! And were it not for sin, all homes 
would be such. But even in this sinful world, 
what would mankind have been today, had 
it not been for the home?. The indebtedness 
of the world to Christian homes is so great, 
that the present civilization would have been 
impossible without it. The destiny of the 
nations of the world lies in the home. The 
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home is the place where character is_ 
moulded. The child is influenced by its par- 
ents, sees everything through its parents’ — 
eyes. Their life and character mould that 
of the child, whose life will, to a great ex- 
tent, be a reprint of theirs. Their example 
is the only textbook during the first six years © 
of life. What beautiful lessons may be 
learned! How pleasant in later years to- 
look back upon such a Christian home, all - 
the hours we spent in childhood’s mirthful 
glee and those sacred moments of family | 
prayer! The very memory of this kept some _ 
of us from sinning many a time, when facing” 
temptations in our younger days. After 
having left his home as a mere lad of fifteen 
years, the author was once on the point of 
becoming an infidel, but God be praised for 
his childhood’s home! ‘There was one ar- 
gument in favor of Christianity that he, not 
even to his own satisfaction, could success- 
fully refute, viz.:. The consistent Christian 
conduct of his parents. After having re-_ 
tired, when they thought he slept, he would 
often hear them discuss how they best may 
bring up their children in the fear of the 
Lord. Blessed memories! Still, it was not 
so much what he heard as what he saw in his 
home that saved him from atheism, the re- 
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ligion of socialism. Luther’s smaller cate- 
chism is the greatest little book in the world, 
but the catechism of Christian parents’ exam- 
ple has a still greater influence upon the child 
to begin with, and is easier to learn and more 
likely to be lived up to. A poor day laborer 
died, mourned by his wife and children. He 
left very few and inexpensive things, among 
which was an old and much used Bible. The 
children went each their way to work for 
their living, but their lives had a wholesome 
beginning in that lowly home, and they car- 
ried with them its influence, its precepts, its 
examples—an inheritance worth more than 
millions, and were led and protected by a 
heavenly Father, whom they had been taught 
to worship and who would never forsake 
them. The lives of the parents may have 
been faulty in many ways, but they used the 
Bible as their guide and tried sincerely to 
walk in Christ's steps and this so impressed 
itself upon the mind of the children that they 
remembered it later on when far from home. 
And if some of them go astray temporarily, 
the memory of their childhood’s home and 
their sainted parents will act as a guardian 
angel, whose hand will some day prove 
strong enough to lead the prodigal child 
back again to God. Such is a truly happy 
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home, be it ever so humble. But socialists 
say that “as long as the dread of poverty — 
exists, marriage will not be based upon love,” © 
and that ‘‘the first condition of a happy home — 
is a secure and steady income.’’*”° 1 


Another great source of hap- 
en piness is the young man’s and 
PATRIOTISM woman’s innate desire to get ao 

home of their own together with 

the one they love, a home where children — 
will be given them and for whom they gladly 
sacrifice their lives. ! 
What is patriotism, that wonderful de. 
votion to one’s country, that almost all poets — 
in every nation down through centuries have © 
celebrated in song? What is it but love for 
home and dear ones? What is it that 
prompts the man to volunteer to go to war, 
to face the enemies’ cannons, willing to be 
shot down, if need be? Love for family and 
home! But socialism informs us that in~ 
their commonwealth the children are to be 
brought up by the state, that they are never 
expected to know who their father is, nor 
their mother, nor sisters, nor brothers; and 
that men and women may stay with ‘their 
spouse just as long as both like each other 
but no longer. What becomes of patriotism? | 
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Will a man sacrifice his life for his father, 
who is to him unknown?—for his mother 
whom he perhaps never saw?—for his sis- 
ters and brothers as long as he is ignorant 
of their whereabouts, if they exist at all ?— 
for his wife when he has no guarantee that 
she will be true to him to the end of the 
week? Or may be he is full of love and 
patriotism for the publicly owned land or 
for the great co-operative department stores 
of the socialist commonwealth? We see, 
patriotism is not in demand there. It will 
disappear. 

A Christian education of children will | 
also be out of the question. According to 
God’s ordinance the parents are entrusted 
with and responsible for the bringing up of 
children. And the schools shall only be a 
necessary assistance that the parents may 
avail themselves of. God says through his 
Apostle Paul: “Children, obey your parents 
in the Lord: for this is right. Honor thy 
father and mother, which is the first com- 
mandment with promise, that it may be well 
with thee and thou mayest live long on the 
earth. And ye fathers provoke not your 
children to wrath, but bring them up in the 
nurture and admonition of the Lord.”?* 
Over against the direct command of God the 
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socialists teach: ‘‘As to the matter of educa-— 
tion, it is after all a difficult one to settle, 
until people’s ideas of a family are much 
changed; but in the meantime, here is the 
problem: How is it possible to protect the — 
immature citizen from the whims of his par-— 
ents? Are they to be left free to starve his 
body or warp his mind by all sorts of non- 
sense, if not, how are they to be restrained? 
—Must he be under the tyranny of two ac- 
cidental persons? At present the law 
says Yes, which means that the young cit- 
izen is the property of the two accidental 
persons.—I protest against such unfairness! 
As for myself—my parents did, as right peo- 
ple do, shook off the responsibility of my 
education, as soon as they could, handing me_ 
first over to nurses then to grooms and gar- 
deners and then to a school—. I learned—_ 
rebellion—that was good. But—if my par. 
ents had been poorer and had more charac- 
ter they would have probably committed the. 
fatal mistake of trying to educate me. I 
have seen the sad effects of this with the 
children of some of my friends. On the 
whole—the parents are the unfittest persons 
to educate a child; and I entirely deny their 
rights to do so, eestor that would interfere. 
with the rights of a child.”**—‘With the 
transformation of the means of production’ 
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into collective property, the monogamous 
family ceases to be the economic unit of so- 
ciety. The private household becomes a 
social industry. Care and education of the 
children becomes a public matter. This re- 
moves the care about the ‘consequences’ 
which now forms the essential social factor 
—moral or economic hindering a girl to sur- 
render unconditionally to the beloved 
man.’”“*“‘The support of the children will 
no longer depend upon the chance of birth. 
Like their instruction, it will become a charge 
of society. There will be no more room for 
marriage.’***——‘Virgin honor and female 
shame will gradually disappear.”*** ‘‘Prop- 
erty in children would cease to exist, and 
every infant—would be born into full cit- 
izenship.”**" No one, not even parents, will 
be allowed to draw the mind of the child 
toward God, while it is small. “Not the 
least important right of the child is the right 
to be protected from influences which bias 
the mind and destroy the possibilities of in- 
dependent judgment in later life.’’*** 

“Will parochial school be abolished un- 
der socialism?” asks “Inquirer” of the 
editor of “Appeal to Reason.” The editor 
answers: “If the majority decide that paro- 
chial schools shall be abolished, that will set- 
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tle it.”**° The socialists pretend that they are 
in doubt, as to whether the socialist regime 
could tolerate privately conducted religious 
schools. ‘“‘It would probably not content it. 
self with refusing to permit religious doc. 
trines or ideas to be taught in its schools, but 
will go further, and, as the natural protector 
of the child, guard its independent thought in 
later life as far as possible, by forbidding 
religious teachings of any kind in schools for 
children up to a certain age.”*"* We are not 
at all in doubt that the socialist majority 
would prohibit parochial schools. It would 
be suicidal from their point of view not to 
do so, because socialism and the church are 
diametrically opposed to each other, and 
must therefore fight each other. And the 
real socialists are honest enough to tell us 
what they will do in this respect. “‘Socialist 
schools should be founded in as many places. 
as possible to counteract the influence of the 
churches—.’’**” “The aim and purpose of 
these schools is double, viz.: the destructive 
work of tearing down old superstitious ideas 
—and the constructive work of preparing 
the future citizen of the co-operative com- 
monwealth.”*? They are not at all co 
cerned about guarding the child’s “‘independ- 
ence of thought as far as possible by forbid- . 
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ding ‘socialist’ teachings of any kind in 
schools for children up to a certain age. 
On the contrary, speaking of the ‘ ‘impor- 
tance of capturing the child’s mind” by “or- 
ganizing and spreading socialist Sunday 
schools’’—“‘in various parts of the country,” 
“The Young Socialist,” a monthly magazine 
published by the Glasgow Socialist Sunday 
School Union, declares: “The object aimed 
at is to guide the child’s mind and activities, 
so that the socialist convictions may be built 
up naturally and firmly, that there may not 
be a great deal to unlearn in later life-—The 
only way—is to encourage, by all means, the 
growth of socialist Sunday schools.”* But 
the parents are forbidden to influence their 
own children during a certain age. Confer 
243 250 =Tt certainly will take some time to 
become reconciled to the doctrine, that the 
socialist state, and not the parents, is the 
natural protector of the child. We cannot 
as long as we believe in God. 


Another socialistic discovery 
in connection with the family 
life is the absolute equality of 
man and wife. 6000 years ago God said di- 
rectly to the first woman: “Thy desire shall 
be to thy husband and he shall rule over 
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thee.””** ‘Wives, submit yourselves unto 
your own husbands as unto the Lord for the © 
husband is the head of the wife even as — 
Christ is the head of the church.””* But — 
Caroline Nelson knows better. She says: — 
‘“‘No man—is fit to be master of a woman.”’**° 
Engels says: “The supremacy of our men 
and the indissolubility of marriage will van- — 
ish.”’>" “We demand the abolition of all — 
laws which subordinate woman to man,’™® — 
says Liebknecht. “‘At the arrival of the gold- 
en age class rule will forever be at an end © 
and with it the rule of man over woman,’’°? ~ 
asserts Bebel. By instituting the family as — 
the only moral means, by which to perpetuate — 
the human race, God intrusted the woman — 
with the vocation of wife and mother, but 
this arrangement is no good any more, ac- 
cording to Georgia Katsch who writes: “The — 
vocation of wife and mother would render 
an independent woman dependent upon one 
man and this is innocently supposed to be an — 
inducement to her to marry. Could anyone > 
but a man have written that?’?°? Mono- | 
gamic “marriage is a failure,’ says E. Bax, — 
the great English socialist philosopher—. — 
“We ought to combat by every means within © 
our power the metaphysical dogma of the — 
inherent sanctity of the monogamic prin- 
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ciples.”*** And Engels’ claim that the two 
of the three obstacles that block the path of 
socialist reform are religion and the present 
form of marriage.*** Bebel, therefore, ad- 
FREE  vocates free love: ‘‘In the choice 
LOVE of love she is as free and unham- 
pered as man. She woos or is wooed and 
enters into a union prompted by no other 
consideration but her own feelings. This 
union is a private agreement, without the 
interference of a functionary—. No one is 
accountable to any one else and no third 
erson has a right to interfere,”’***—not even 
God himself! 

The family, as God has ordained it, is 
the unit and foundation of both state and 
church. If it shall cease to exist, as the so- 
cialists prophesy, and be replaced by their 
“substitute,” there will, according to their 
own doctrine, eventually be no family life, 
no parents, sisters, brothers, children to love 
and work for and there may be a change of 
husband and wife every week, if desired. 
Think of the consequences of such a revolu- 
tion! We need indeed to continue praying: 
“OQ Lord, heavenly Father, let not Thy 
blessed ordinance of holy matrimony be 
brought to naught among us, but graciously 
protect it! Grant each bridegroom and 


bride grace, prosperity and happiness in » 
body and soul! Grant that they may serve ~ 
Thee faithfully,—that they may live to-— 
gether in mutual love and that they may al- 
ways observe Thy holy commandments to do — 
them, so that on the last day, as true Chris- 
tians and Thy dear children, they may be 
found together with Thy Son, Jesus Christ, | 
who liveth and reigneth with Thee, in the — 
unity of the Holy Ghost, one true God from > 
everlasting to everlasting!’ wif 

The socialist commonwealth with its nu- 
merous air castles will never be realized as_ 
long as its devotees are at war with condi- 
tions instead of fighting sin which produces — 
these conditions. Sin is everything contrary — 
to the will of God, as revealed to us in his _ 
commandments, but these commandments 
are of but little value, they tell us; and “there © 
is nothing left for the Deity to do,” so God's” 
will counts for nothing with socialists. They 
do not even believe in God. i 

We know that the cause of all misery is 
sin—that “the greatest of all evil is sin,”’—_ 
that man was originally perfect and good,”* 
—that Adam and Eve fell through the 
temptation of the devil, originally a good 
angel who sinned, and, therefore, was cast 
down to hell,” and has since been seeking - 
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whom he may devour,*”’—that death en- 
tered into the world by sin,*** as the wages of 
sin,?""—that we are under sin,***—that our 
heart is deceitful above all things and des- 
perately wicked,*® and that we are totally 
depraved by inheritance*°—that “there is 
nothing more miserable upon earth than 
man, of all that breathes and moves,’”?“*— 
that our mind is enmity against God and that 
man is most miserable,***—that we cannot 
rid ourselves of sin and guilt and become 
good by our own efforts—‘Centuries have 
proved man’s inability to raise himself one 
whit nearer the favor of his Creator’’?"—, 
but, if done, must be effected through Divine 
Power, and the only one that has volunteered 
to do this and has done it, is Jesus Christ. 
He is the sole object of our saving faith. 
We believe that no one cometh to the Father 
but by him,?* but that whosoever, repent of 
their sins and believe in him shall have ever- 
lasting life.°” 

Socialists also have a faith, but its object 
is not Christ and him crucified. 


Caroline Nelson informs her 
Sunday school children that hu- 
man beings are advanced ani- 
mals, and that wicked things are done by the 
human race alone, because human beings 


SIN AND 
SALVATION 


88 


alone use tools. That's her doctrine a 
about the origin of sin. Nietzsche declares 
that ‘“‘there is no such a thing as sin in the — 
metaphysical sense,”*” and that “all illness, © 
death itself, is a consequence of magical 1 in- 
fluences.”*'* Bebel announces that “there are 
no angels, and we do not need any.”’””® Ac. | 
cordingly, there can be no devils. The 
“temptation of Adam and Eve in Paradise” 
is a “myth,” although it still “continues to_ 
influence our conceptions and laws.”**° But _ 
“one very forward step is taken when one 
emerges from his superstitious and religious _ 
ideas and fears and, for instance, no longer 
believes in the dear little angels or in original 
sin and has stopped talking about the sal- 
vation of the soul.”’* Y 
“God created man in his own image, in 
the image of God created he him,’’*° 
Moses, inspired by the Holy Ghost. About 
3400 years later appears 4. Bebel, inspired 
by the , and declares: ‘‘It is certain that 
man has not made his appearance on the 
earth as a civilized being—as the Bible as- 
serts of the first human pair—but that in the 
long course of ages he gradually evolved 
from a mere animal condition,”—and “‘has 
passed through many stages, until finally 
climbing the height of his present civiliza- 
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tion.”*" Man has not stepped into life as 
a highly civilized being upon the command 
from the Creator. ‘““The temptation of Adam 
and Eve in Paradise” is a “myth,” although 
it still ‘‘continues to influence our conceptions 
and laws.’’**° “‘Man has never sinned against 
God. In fact, the whole of the old Chris- 
tian doctrine is a mass of error. There was 
no creation. There was no fall. There was 
no atonement. ‘There was no Adam, and 
no Eve, and no Eden, and no devil, and no 
hell,”**? says the well known socialist from 
London, England. Nietzsche declares, 
“There is no such a thing as sin in the meta- 
physical sense,’’* and that “‘all illness, death 
itself, is the consequence of magical influ- 
ences.’’?’® ‘‘Man is sinless,’’**? asserts ‘‘Gaa 
Paa.” “I deny the possibility of man’s sin- 
ning against God,’’*** but the environments 
are responsible for sin and crimes. ‘‘Who 
can blame a cucumber for becoming sour, 
when dropped into a jar of vinegar? Who 
can blame a man for being selfish, that takes 
into consideration the environments into 
which he has been placed ?””*** The individual 
has no responsibility, they claim. We Chris- 
tians teach and believe we are but stewards, 
therefore personally responsible to God and 
our neighbor for all our thoughts, words and 


90 


deeds and must, on judgment day, give ac. 
count thereof. This belief asserts a power-— 
ful influence on our daily life. Says W. J. 
Bryan: “There is a powerful restrain. 
ing influence in the belief that an all- 
seeing eye scrutinizes every thought and 
word and act of the individual.”*** “If one 
really thinks that man dies as the brute dies, 
he may yield to the temptation to do injus- 
tice to his neighbor when the circumstances 
are such as to promise security from detec. 
tion. But if one really expects to meet again 
and live eternally with those whom he knows. 
today, he is restrained from evil deeds by 
the fear of endless remorse.—If there were 
no other punishment it would be enough for 
one who deliberately and unconsciously 
wrongs another to have to live forever in 
the company with the wronged and have his 
littleness and selfishness laid bare—. A be- 
lief in immortality must exert a powerful 
influence in establishing justice between 
men.”*** But knowing that we often sin, 
as in us “dwelleth no good thing,’’*’ and_ 
knowing also, that without holiness it is im- 
possible to please God,*** we feel the need of 
a Savior, while the sdeialiets say: “With 
this notion (of sin) comes the so-called 
need of salvation, which is the result not of 
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real but imaginary sinfulness.”’** Says 


Nietzsche : ““—the Christian soul-need, the 
sighs over one’s inner corruption, the anx- 
iety regarding salvation—” are “—all no- 
tions that arise simply out of errors of the 
reason and require no satisfaction at all, but 
annihilation.”**° ‘There is a Christian hyp- 
ochondria from which those singular relig- 
iously agitated people suffer, who place al- 
ways before their eyes the suffering and 
death of Christ.’’?* 

As a sure and final cure for all existing 
evils in and about us God has revealed to us 
but one: A true conversion: repentance of 
our sins and faith in Christ alone, and to 
follow his teachings and example. But so- 
cialists tell us: ‘“The only kind of people 
who can adopt the ethics of Christianity hon- 
estly and fully, are contented slaves.”,—‘“‘The 
ethics of Jesus would be wrong for you, 
members of the working class—the practice 
of a Christian code would doom you to 
slavery,’*°? says Wm. Th. Brown. Repent- 
ance, according to the socialist view, is all 
nonsense, as “‘sin’”’ is only imaginary. So is 
also sanctification, but the ‘‘feeling’”’ of com- 
plete sinlessness may now be obtained by 
everybody through science. Says Nietzsche: 
“certain of their (Christians) delusions 
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shed a peculiar glow over their whole being 
as is the case of the founder of Christianity 
who took himself for the only begotten son 
of God, and, hence, he felt himself sinle 


so that through his imagination—he attained 


lessness, complete irresponsibility, that can 
now be attained by every individual through 
science.”?** To believe in Jesus Christ is 
the height of folly, they say. ‘‘Do you be. 
lieve that he (Jesus) would be driven across 
the unimaginable space out of the pranacel 


planet in the marvelous universe—? I don’t 
believe it,”’** says Blatchford. Nietzsche 
says: ‘“When on a Sunday morning we hear 
the old bells ringing, we ask ourselves: Is 
it possible? All this for a Jew a 
2000 years ago, who said he was God’s sont D 


A system of justice that accepts an innoce 
as a vicarious sacrifice in the place of t 


his aed, —sins against a god expiated upon e 
a god; fear for a hereafter to which death 
is the portal; the figure of a cross as a sym: 
bol in an age that no longer knows the pur- 
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ose and the ignominy of the cross,—how 

ghostly all these things flit before us out of 
the grave of their primitive antiquity! Is 
one to believe that such things can still be 
believed?”**> No socialist would be. guilty 
of such folly. He believes socialism will 
cure or remove all evil and bring heaven 
down to earth. “It (socialism) is our only 
hope and without that hope no promise of 
heaven, no fear of hell can cause us to have 
any interest in life.’’**° 


DISCONTENT In order to obtain the re- 

quired votes to have the so- 
cialistic creed introduced, as fast as possible, 
the socialist soap-box agitators make it their 
chief aim to infuse discontent into the less 
fortunate of society by criticising God and 
secular and spiritual authorities, and the 
present system of government and every- 
thing under the sun except socialism, and to 
make the less thoughtful part of mankind 
believe that the majority of men are now 
slaves and martyrs, who have nothing what- 
ever to be grateful for, but have so unspeak- 
ably much to complain of,—to teach them 
to view everything in life most pessimistically 
and to blame it all to the present form of 
government, capitalism and religion. ‘“That 
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the world needs mending,” as Hillquit says, 

‘is generally conceded. ‘The division in opin. 
ion arises over the question of the extent o; 
the needed improvement and the methods 
of accomplishment.’ But it is equally 
true, that man will neither become better 
nor happier by being taught discontent. Fal- 
len mankind needs not be taught ingratitude, 
We are by nature too far advanced in that 

‘science’ ’ already. Pessimism will make na 
one happier. “Happiness is more a condi- 
tion of the mind than of circumstances. We 
measure our happiness, not by what we are, 
or by what we possess, but by our cravings 
and desires. It is a mental disease of our 
times more than ever before, that hardly 
anyone is satisfied with his lot, but all long 
for something better. And to the same ex- 
tent as the materialistic view of life gains 
power over the minds, to the same extent 
will the race be on for material benefits, 
from which they anticipate so much happi- 
ness. And this very malady the socialists’ 
have taken into their service and they do 
their utmost to spread it;—to make people 
dissatisfied." ‘And the socialist agitator 
makes it his aim to undermine the Christian 
faith with a false idea that what our churches | 
and Christian schools teach is only some- 
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thing the ministers invent to hold in subjec- 
tion the working man by beautiful promises 
of compensation and by threats of dreadful 
punishment 1 in the life to come,—so that he 
will patiently submit to be a slave under 
capitalism.” As Caldwell insinuates: ‘“The 
minister says to the worker: ‘Be meek and 
humble! Bear your burden! Be content 
with skimmed milk here. ‘The cream shall 
be given you after you die’.’’*°°—“The true 
function of the clergy is to chloroform the 
workers, to make docile wage slaves of them, 
patient and contented with their lot in this 
world, while expecting a glorious reward in 
the next,’’** says Henry Quelch, Editor of 
“London Justice,” the official weekly news- 
paper of the social democratic federation of 
England. According to this view of theirs 
the eae logical thing for consistent socialists 
to do is to fight the church. They admit it, 
too, yea even assert it themselves and act 
accordingly along the whole firing line. Mr. 
Quelch writes: “In answer to your letter 
asking me for my opinion as to the attitude of 
the socialist party towards the church, I 
think the only line to be taken is that of un- 
compromising hostility.”’*" 

As has already been shown aban dana 
socialism is ethically, morally and theologi- 
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cally essentially different from the teachings 
of the Bible and from that of the Christian” 
church. But to make this important fact 
still more obvious, if that be possible, I shall 
with the greatest of pleasure introduce to 
you a few of the unique singers, of the Inter. 
national Atheistic Calamity Chorus, who on- 
this occasion will sing none of their well- 
known pessimistic compositions, but give vent 
to their hearts’ contempt for the church: 


At a convention in Christi. 
te ania, Norway, the socialists 
CHURCH voted that religion was detri- 

mental to the working men, 

and they lacked but two votes to carry the 
resolution that all socialists should with- 
draw from the state (Lutheran) church.*? 
“You understand that our people (so- 
cialists) cannot consistently belong to any 
church,” said a socialist agitator to a director 
of the public library in Eau Claire, Wiscon- 
sin, while negotiating to rent the library 
reading room for gatherings of socialists on 
Sundays, while other people attended their 
respective churches.** At the National Con- 
vention of the socialist party in the United. 
States, 1908, “the religious plank precipi- 
tated a storm, before which all other con- 
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tests made in the convention sank into insig- 
nificance.’’**> Some wanted to admit honestly 
to the public, that they, according to their 
basic principles, had to fight the church; oth- 
ers wanted to hide this fact from communi- 
ties that would not favor such proceedings 
as, for instance, Attorney M. A. Bratland 
of Ada, Minn., as reported in a Twin City 
daily, a prospective candidate for Congress 
in the 9th district,—who pleaded against 
alienating the farmers by giving encourage- 
ment to the assertion that the party is an- 
tagonistic to the church. He did not want 
to be compelled to face in the campaign the 
charge reinforced by a platform declaration 
that the socialists are anti-christian. ‘You 
city delegates may have the votes to pass 
this,” he said, “but I plead with you not to 
force it upon us in the country. If you do, 
you will yet make the socialist party a little 
sect excluding and expelling Christian peo- 
ple.”” His plea won the day and the “‘pulpit”’ 
clause was left out. Notice! The anti- 
religious principles on which the socialist 
movement is built, did not bother Mr. Brat- 
land’s conscience, but he pleaded that their 
platform must not tell the farmers of the 
9th congressional district about them, for 
that would deprive him of many votes. But 
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Kaplan of Owatonna, more true to his 
party’s principles and its actions, said: “I 
want to be recorded as protesting against 
the action of this convention in over-ridiay } 
the act of the regular party convention.” 
Several Duluth delegates joined him in haya i 
ing their names recorded in a protest. Del- 
egate A. M. Lewis conceded at the socialist 
National Convention, 1908: “I know the 
socialist position in philosophy on the ques- 
tion of religion does not make a good cam-— 
paign subject. It is not’ useful in the propa- 
ganda of a presidential campaign, and there- 
fore I am willing that we should be silent 
about it. But if we must speak I propose 
that we go before this country with the truth — 
and not with a lie. Now I do not propose 
to state in this platform the truth about re-— 
ligion from the point of view of the socialist — 
philosophy, as it is stated in almost every 
book of standard socialist literature, but if 
we do not do that, let us at least have the 
good grace to be silent about it and not make 
hypocrites of ourselves.’*°* Delegate Strick- 
land said: “If Economic Determinism be — 
true and if the moral and ethical principles © 
of society be based ultimately upon the man- — 
ner of economic production, how dare you 
then say, that we have nothing to do with 
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religion?’’®* After having declared “that 
99 per cent. of us have landed” in atheism 
he (Mr. Hillquit) continued: —‘‘when they 
(socialistic speakers) find themselves on the 
soap-box and are asked the question: ‘Won't 
your socialism destroy religion?’—they will 
answer: ‘No, we don’t agree on it.’ The 
trouble with us is that we have not always 
the courage of our convictions.’*”* Still 
he musters up enough courage in a pub- 
lic debate meekly to testify: “I am in- 
clined to believe that the majority of 
socialists find it difficult, if not impos- 
sible, to reconcile their general philo- 
sophic views with the doctrines and prac- 
tices of dogmatic religious creeds.”*** Van 
der Porten says: “Let it be understood that 
the moment the socialist party's whole aim 
is to get votes, we can get them more quickly 
by trying to please the religionists and those 
whose only ambition is to pray to God and 
crush mankind. But—to spread forth to 
the world that religion is the individual’s 
affair and that religion has no part in the 
subjection of the human race; we lie when 
we say it.’*°* Still, for policy's sake, they 
voted by one majority: “The socialist party 
—is not concerned with matters of religious 
belief.” “Reform” reports, however, that 
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this religious plank in their platform was — 
later voted out. John Spargo says: “How — 
often do we not see quoted in our own press — 
from the Encyclopaedia Britannica that fa- — 
miliar fallacy that ‘the ethics of Christanity — 
and socialism are identical.’ It is mot true. 
Mr. A. Hanson writes in ‘“‘Soc.-Dem.”: “I~ 
believe that the opinion of socialism as a ~ 
movement hostile to religion is very common, ~ 
even among socialists, and that this is among ~ 
our religiously disposed people one of the © 
greatest obstacles to the progress of social- — 
ism, especially in the country and among 
women.’’**° A prominent English socialist, — 
James Leatham, admits frankly: “At the © 
present moment I cannot remember a single — 
instance of a person who is at one and the © 
same time a really earnest and intelligent — 
socialist and an orthodox Christian,—and — 
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while all of us are thus indifferent to the © 


church, many of us are frankly hostile to her. — 
Marx, La Salle and Engels, among earlier — 
socialists, Morris, Bax, Hyndman and Bebel ~ 
among present-day socialists are all more or © 
less avowed atheists; and what is true of the - 
more notable men of the party is almost © 
equally true of the rank and file the world © 
over.’*"* But the one articulating clearest, — 
is Moses Baritz, the recognized and author- 
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ized organizer of the socialist party in Can- 
ada and Ontario, who says: 


“To the Editor of Toronto Globe: Will 
you allow me as the recognized and the 
authorized organizer of the socialist party 
in Canada and the province Ontario to deny 
Rev. Dr. Chown’s assertion that socialism 
is founded on the life and doctrine of Jesus. 
Socialism is founded on science and reason, 
both economically and sociologically. As 
such it is against all forms of religion. By 
the fouhding of the socialist commonwealth, 
all supernatural phenomena such as Chris- 
tianity and Judaism which beset the race will 
be turned out of doors. The socialist party 
of Canada is against the unscientific worship 
of Christ, Buddha or Mahomet. We do not 
believe in the church plan of salvation. We 
are against the idea. Better make this plain 
to the people now than to let it exist and 
thereby furnish water to the mills of the 
pulpit. The socialists cannot believe in any 
supernatural God. If they do, they are not 
socialists. The publications published by 
the socialist party in England under the title, 
‘Socialism and Religion’ emphasizes the only 
position we honestly can take on this ques- 
tion (from this letter it may be inferred 
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what these writings contain—author). The © 
church will find in us its mortal enemy. — 
Christianity with its superstition must be — 
lowered down to the bottom of the sea be- — 
fore the workers will be emancipated. This — 
is our challenge and our motto. This matter — 
had better be cleared up to avoid misunder- — 


standing. 


“In short: A Christian can not be a q 
socialist and a socialist can not believe on — 


Christ and God. Moses Baritz.’’*” 


This letter states the position of social- 4 


ism Over against Christianity as plainly as 


possible. But to impress this important fact 
still more we also reprint another letter from ~ 


the same authority. 


“To the Editor of the Duluth News Tri- — 


bune: My attention has been called to a par- 


agraph in a recent issue of your paper in — 
which you detail an incident wherein fifty — 
socialists (?) of Bemidji endeavor to ‘bull-— 
doze’ an evangelist named I. E. Honeywell, — 
saying that socialism has nothing to do with © 
atheism. ‘The timidity on the part of those — 
in allowing the subject to be sidetracked is — 
on a par with their ignorance of socialism. — 

‘Permit me, sir, as a socialist—one who | 
has made some considerable experience of — 
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the propaganda on both sides of the Atlantic 
Ocean, and both sides of the border—to say, 
that if the Bemidji socialists want to debate 
this question I will be willing to take up the 
subject and affirm ‘That a Man Can Not 
Conscientiously Believe in a God or Be a 
Christian and Remain a Socialist.’ 

“First of all, the whole idea of Christian 
salvation is to a socialist nothing more or less 
than a farce. The sooner the socialists of 
the United States realize this and clean up 
their ranks of those who worship Christ, the 
better. 

“The cowardly attitude of the United 
States socialist party is on a par with their 
reactionary policy throughout the states. 
I hope the socialists of Bemidji will be manly 
enough to accept my challenge and not look 
in the background, threatening men who do 
not understand the Marxian materialistic 
conception of history. 

‘fA letter of acceptance to me at the Win- 
nipeg will be eagerly awaited. But while 
this publication is sufficient, personally I will 
not let such a matter drop. 

Moses BaRITZ. 
Winnipeg, Man., June 9, 1913.’ 
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I guess the socialists (?) at Bemidji dis. 
appointed Mr. Baritz by not accepting his 
challenge, for the simple reason that they 
would not stand a ghost of a show to win 
in that debate, because all facts in the case 
are against them. As a good socialist Mr, 
Baritz, who fathered the socialism in Can. 
ada, but which is as alike as the Siamese 
Twins in every country where it exists—will 
not tolerate any misrepresentation. A 

To remove the erroneous idea held by 
some that only the socialist men and not 
the women hold such atheistic views, we shall 


reach the church members (for socialism) 
was to first break their prejudices and con- 
vince them that socialism is not against their 
religion! What nonsense is this?—What_ 
picayune tactics—to parley with the adher- 
ents of any creed or religion and promise 
them immunity from the results:of scientific | 
investigation?—There is nothing to be 
gained by holding out any false hopes that 
the study of socialism does not tend to under- 
mine religious beliefs. The theory of Eco-- 
nomic Determinism alone, if thoroughly 
grasped, leaves no room for a belief in the 
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supernatural,’’** that means that if you be- 
lieve in Economic Determinism, the Marxian 
Materialistic Conception of History, which 
is the socialist article of faith, you cannot 
believe in God as our Creator and Sus- 
tainer, for ‘‘the doctrine that there is a God 
who governs everything is the most woeful 
of all doctrines,”** socialists assert; but as 
Blatchford says: “I claim that this Heavenly 
Father is a myth. There is no Heavenly 
Father watching tenderly over us, his chil- 
dren.’**°—“It is the belief in the free will, 
in sin, and in a Heavenly Father and a future 
recompense that leads the Christian 
wrong.’’**® You cannot believe that guard- 
ian angels are escorting you through life, 
“ministering spirits, sent forth to minister 
for them who shall be heirs of salvation,’’*™’ 
for “there are no angels, nor do we need 
them.’’’”? You cannot believe in the mirac- 
ulously born and_ resurrected God-man, 
Christ Jesus, for there are no miracles.’” 
You need not believe in Jesus as your Sav- 
ior from sin because there is no sin,**® you 
cannot believe in eternal happiness, because 
there is no life after death.*” All religion 
is an illusion and a delusion®” to the socialist. 
Says Marx: “Religion is the striving of the 
people for an imaginary happiness; it springs 
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from a state of society that requires an illu 
sion, but disappears when the recognition 
of true happiness and possibility of its real. 
ization penetrates the masses.”*** ‘This 

terance of Marx, the founder of modern s 
cialism, reminds one of the beautiful proph- 
ecy of the blasphemous Caiaphas, who knew 
not that God had him speak the greatest 
truth ever uttered, viz., that if Christ had 
not died for the “people,” all would have 
been eternally lost. If Marx had substituted _ 
the word “socialism” for the word “re- 
ligion”’ in the above saying of his, he woul 
have given the most graphic description of © 
the socialistic illusion or rather delusion a 
pointed to the only successful way out of it. 
Exchange those two words and read the 
whole statement again carefully. How beau. 
tifully it reads! Socialistic would-be hap- 
piness, their ‘heaven on earth,” after having 
ostracized God Almighty and our only hope, 
Christ Jesus, into the land of nowhere and 
sent man’s immortal soul to the same place, 
—is an illusion indeed, but “‘it will disappear 
when the recognition of true happiness,”’ per- 
fect union with God, ‘‘and the possibility of | 
its realization” through Jesus Christ, our 
Lord,—‘“‘penetrates the masses.” May that. 
day not be far distant! This socialistic ill 
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sion will disappear entirely to all socialists 
on judgment day. But even here, while de- 
nouncing religion as a delusion, saying: ‘“We 
do not believe the Bible; we do not believe 
in the divinity of Christ; we do not pray 
nor feel the need of prayer; we do not fear 
God nor hell nor death,’’*” still, they openly 
wish they knew of some truths that would 
bring them so much benefit as religion brings 
to the Christian. Says Nietzsche: ‘How 
willingly would not one exchange the false 
assertions of the ‘homines religiosi’ (relig- 
ious people) that there is a God, who com- 
mands us to be good, who is the sentinel 
and witness of every act, every moment, 
every thought, who loves us, who plans our 
welfare in every misfortune—how willingly 
would not one exchange these for truths as 
healing and beneficial and grateful as those 
delusions. But there are no such truths.’’*° 
How true is Augustine’s confession that man 
finds no rest, before he finds rest in God,— 
call it “illusion,” ‘‘delusion,” or whatever 
he may! 

And if this “illusion,” the Christian 
faith, is the best consoler through Jife, it is 
even more so in death. ‘Who will estimate 
the peace which a belief in a future life has 
brought to the sorowing? You may talk to 
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the young about death ending all, for life jg 
full and hope is strong, but preach not this 
doctrine to the mother who stands by the 
deathbed of her babe or to one who is within 
the shadow of a great affliction. When J 
was a young man I wrote to Colonel Inger. 
soll and asked him for his views on God 
and immortality. His secretary answered 
that the great infidel was not at home, but 
enclosed a copy of his speech which covered 
my question. I scanned it with eagerness 
and found that he expressed himself as fol 
lows: ‘I do not say, that there is no God, J 
simply say, I do not know. I do not say, that 
there is no life beyond the grave, I simply 
say, I do not know.’ And from that day 
to this I have not been able to understa 
how anyone could find pleasure in tak 
from any human heart a living faith and sub. 
stituting therefor the cold and cheerless doc. 
trine, ‘I do not know’,’’*** or the still worse 
socialist doctrine: I know there is no God 
no immortality of soul, no heaven, no hell, 
no responsibility and so forth—nothing more 
than this miserable life. Socialism furnishes 
no hope—‘“abandon hope all ye who enter 
here’ (Dante)—and no belief in God. But 
no disbelieving nation or individual ever be- 
came great. “As long as any system fails 
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to rise to the clear position of the living 
personal God as Center and Sun of the Uni- 
yerse—as source of all life and conscious- 
ness, it remains at bottom—materialistic and 
opposed to religion.”*** And ‘materialism 
was never the normal faith of the normal 
man and never will be so, for—it takes from 
man all that makes life worth living’*** and 
reduces him to a soul-less brute. 

This “materialistic conception” of every- 
thing being the creed that every socialist is 
expected to embrace and spread, how, then, 
can socialism with a shadow of truth claim 
that “religion is a private matter ?’’**°—that 
“all the socialist parties of the world de- 
clare religion to be a matter of judgment 
and conscience ?’**"—that men of any re- 
ligious faith may be socialists and keep their 
religious belief?—that ‘‘the socialist de- 
mocracy as such has absolutely nothing to do 
with religion?’***—how can Mr. Hillquit 
consistently claim that “‘the organized social- 
ist movement as such is not hostile to relig- 
ion’’*** and “‘elucidate the party declaration 


of neutrality in the following instructive lan- 
guage’? of Liebknecht: “Socialism as such 
has absolutely nothing to do with religion, 
when the self-same Liebknecht, whose “‘utter- 
ances must be considered as legitimate ex- 
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pressions and manifestations of the socialist 
movement, 14__unconditionally declares: “It 
is our duty as socialists to root out the faith 
in God, nor is any one worthy the name who 
does not consecrate himself to the spread of 
atheism ?’?°°—how can Mr. Hillquit truth- 
fully assert that “the organized socialist 

DIPLOMACY. 5 


“The social democracy as such has absolutely 
nothing to do with religion.” 


Liebknecht: 


movement has at all times consistently de- 
fended the absolute freedom of religious 
belief’’*’—that socialism ‘‘stands for absolute € 
religious liberty,”’®* and ‘‘will not interfere 
in the slightest degree with its (the church’s) 
existence, teachings and practices,’** when 
one socialist authority frankly says that the 
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only attitude to be taken by the socialist 
party towards the church is that of uncom- 
romising hostility,** and another declares: 
“We are bound to admit that both in philos- 
ophy and politics there must be war between 
socialism and the church,’ for ‘“Christi- 
anity is the greatest enemy of socialism,’’*°* 
LIEBKNECHT “MEANS PRECISELY WHAT HE SAYS.” 
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Liebknecht: “‘It is our duty as socialists to root out the faith 
in God with all our zeal.’”’ Cf. citations 103-113. 


says a third one; therefore the founding of 
socialist schools, publishing houses, lecture 
bureaus etc. “‘to counteract (that is ‘interfere 
with’) the influences of the churches,’”*? says 
a fourth one.—‘‘Christianity with its super- 
stition must be lowered down to the bottom 
of the sea—is our challenge and our motto, 


| 


112 


—the church will find in us its mortal en. 
emy,”°* insists Mr. Baritz, the authorized 
and recognized founder and leader of so. 
cialism in Canada, and many more, but how 
can this be done without “‘interfering in the 
slightest degree with the church’s exi 
ence’ ?** Such conflicting socialist declara- 
tions cannot all ‘“‘mean precisely what they 
say.”"® Declarations in references like na 


ever publicly repudiated foe, nor woulc 
there be any reason for making them, we 
they not sincere. Assertions like those in 
references 334, 87, 88, on the other hand, 
remind one forcibly of Barnum’s saying: 
““The—people want to be fooled, and I can 
do it.” Honest socialists admit also that 
these declarations do not “mean precisely 
what they say.’’® Delegate Strickland says: 
‘-how dare you say that we have nothing 
to do with religion?’’***°—Delegate A. M. 
Lewis admits, they are not in accordance 
with truth.*°°—Even Mr. Hillquit himself. 
declared already six years ago that he had 
landed in atheism and “that 99 per cent. of 
us have landed in the same spot,” but “the 
trouble with us is that we have not always the 
courage of our convictions.”’** Therefore 
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when called upon to explain their position 
towards religion, it is so ‘“‘convenient’”’ for 
socialists to dodge the question by declaring 
that socialism has absolutely nothing to do 
with religion—that it does not “interfere 
in the slightest degree with its (the church’s) 
existence, teachings and practices,’’**—while 
the standard socialist literature teems with 
attacks upon religion*’* in general, and upon 
Christianity in particular. ‘The victory of 
the proletariat will deliver humanity from 
the night-mare of religion.”*"’_ “It is for us 
to proclaim and defend our own social faith. 
If that is not in accord with the teachings of 
the church—well, so much the worse for the 
church.’’?7* Cf. 79 87 88 133 

“Consistency, thou art a jewel!’”’—How 
can a man retain his biblical, Christian faith, 
for instance, and simultaneously as a good 
socialist subscribe to the creed that “religion 
is a fantastic degradation of human _ na- 
ture’’***?—that “‘the idea of Creation is now 
given up’*’—that “there is nothing left for 
Deity to do’? hence, no Providence, no 
fall, no original sin, no God-man, Jesus 
Christ, no atonement—‘those who build 
their hope on mercy are wretched creatures, 
indeed,’’**°—no_ sanctification, no guardian 
angels, no holy matrimony instituted by God, 
no free will, no responsibility, “for there is 
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no longer any ought (Sollen), morality; 5 so. 
far as it is involved, ‘ought’ is, through our 
point of view, as utterly annihilated as re 
ligion,”*** no final judgment, no heaven, no 
hell,? but that socialism is a perfect subs 
stitute” 58 5 for Christianity,—that “‘the very 
word socialism embodies an ethical concept 
infinitely higher than anything that organized 
religion has ever known,’’—“that socialism 
aims at giving man his own Paradise here’’#% 
—seeks ‘‘to create—a heaven below’**— 
how can he assent to the socialists’ claim that 
Christ’s doctrine was a bread and butter 
ligion pure and simple**’ and have a materi 
conception of the Bible, of Church Histor 
and of the History of the World? How ca 
a Christian with some Christian experience 
believe with the socialists that all evil, even 
the lusts and inclinations of the wicked heart , 
will be eradicated, and man’s perfection at- 
tained by law and force, by change of en- 
vironments and of system of ae 
when he knows so well, that his heart can 


by being chained, or a hunter his desire to 
hunt by the enactment of a game law, but 
that God alone can create. a new heart in 
man through the gospel by Jove,—how can 1 
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free will, but is a product of his environment, 
without responsibility, accordingly, and as 
a Christian believe that he is endowed with 
free will and is responsible and must give 
account for all his thoughts, words and 
deeds ?—how can he believe in Christianity, 
the essence of which is Christ, who declares: 
I am the Truth—, and at the same time be- 
lieve with Nietzsche: ‘“‘Never has a religion, 
directly or indirectly—contained a truth’’***? 
—How can he as a Christian believe that 
God is all in all, worthy of endless confi- 
dence, and simultaneously confess the social- 
ist creed: God is nothing—does not even 
exist ?—that man’s material interest is first 
and supreme—that “‘the bottom question of 
life is that of food, clothes and shelter’”**’ 
and as a Christian seek first the kingdom of 
God ?—how can he as a socialist expect to 
obtain liberty and lasting happiness by 
abolishing Christianity—'‘the greatest enemy 
of socialism’’***—and the present system of 
government and as a Christian hope to be- 
come free, indeed, by dependence on God 
and by obeying his law and ordinances, 
prompted to do so by love?—how can he 
as a socialist complain pessimistically of 
everything that is, and at the same time as 
a devout Christian thank and praise God in 
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word and deed for everything, knowing tk 
“all things work together for good to th 
that love God’’**® and that God gives h 
all the prosperity and joy he can stand, a 
in loving kindness also deals out to him. 
the adversity he needs to be kept in humili 
—how can the same man as socialist be dis. 
contented and as a Christian confidently 
pray: ‘Give me neither poverty nor riches: 
feed me with food convenient for me; 
—how can anyone favor socialism, founde¢ 
on materialism,*“* sustained by class hatred 
toward part of mankind and by disconte 
and ingratitude to God and by the ref 
to be ruled by him, as ‘‘Volkstaat,” a so 
ist paper, has plainly expressed it: “‘We wil 
rather serve the prince of the under w 
than the Lord of heaven. And, if revoluti 
is an ‘emanation of Satan’ then shall Satay 
be our God,’’*** and on the other hand, be 
devoted to God who is love and whose lo 
having filled the repentant and _ believing 
heart, reflects from it, as the sun rays are 
reflected by the moon. And as the sun ra’ 
light and heat continually without wan 
so the loving hearts; yea, their love increa 
the more it is exercised: “Those who liye 
only for themselves live little lives, but those 
who live for others find a larger life than 
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the one surrendered,’’*** even if unnoticed. 
‘How prudently most men sink into nameless 
graves, when now and then a few forget 
themselves into immortality.’*** It is true, 
that self-sacrificing love is not specifically 
Christian, that parents, husbands, wives, chil- 
dren, sisters, brothers and friends loved be- 
ore Christ came, too, but “he gave a new 
definition of love. His love was boundless 
as the sea; its limits were so far-flung that 
even an enemy could not travel beyond it. 
Other teachers sought to regulate the lives 
of their followers by rule and formula, but 
Christ's plan was first to purify the heart and 
then to leave love to direct the footsteps,’”*** 
or as the adage has it: ‘‘Love, and do as 
you please!’’ Regeneration and reform must 
originate within, socialism notwithstanding. 
Bax, one of its greatest masters, says: ‘‘Ac- 
cording to Christianity—regeneration must 
come from within—must begin in the heart 
and mind of the individual. The ethics and 
religion of modern socialism, on the con- 
trary, look for regeneration from with- 
out.”**° Christ, the only source and giver 
of this regenerating and transforming power 
—real love,—can furnish it, but him the so- 
cialists reject as such. How then, can a 
Christian be a socialist? How can anyone 
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adopt, as every real socialist must do, the 
many anti-biblical, blasphemous doctrines 
and plans, welded together with and ag 
parts of the political doctrine of socialis ni 
and at the same time retain his childlike faith 
in Christ and confess: Simply to Thy cross 
I cling?—Thou must save and Thou alone!?- 

You might as well try to walk eastward 
with one foot and westward with the other 
at the same time. You would soon assu 
not only an unbecoming, but an unbearabl 
position. “In the earlier days of his min. 
istry the editor thought he could be a socialist 
and a Methodist minister at the same time, 
His presiding elder was of another opinion; 
‘Your place is not in the Methodist min- 
istry. ‘Why not? Don’t I take good co - 
lections ?,—‘Yes, but you are a socialist.’— 
‘To be sure, but what of that?’—‘Being a 
socialist you account for the evil in the world 
in a different way than the church does and. 
hence you seek a different remedy. The 
methods of socialism and the methods of the 
church have nothing in common and in many 


vital respects are radically opposed, and to 
be logical you should quit one or the other,’ 

“The Wage Slave’ insists that the pre- 
siding elder was right. It is idle to deny 
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Therefore, Christianity and_ socialism 
cannot be combined. Like “Christian Sci- 
ence,’ which is neither Christian nor Scien- 
tific, and like Guinea-pigs which are neither 
from Guinea, nor pigs—‘‘Christian social- 
ism’’ is neither Christian nor socialism. So- 
cialists consider ‘‘Christian socialists” as the 
Jews the Samaritans. ‘There is a funda- 
mental enmity between the revolutionary 
spirit (of socialism) and the spirit of Chris- 
tianity. The revolutionary spirit is material- 
istic, the Christian is spiritual,’’*** says Rev. 
A. Scott Matheson. 

It is not the intention of this book to take 
issue with the socialists. ‘Those who are real 
socialists, having absorbed atheism, beliey- 
ing that death will end their existence, may 
just as well to be socialists as anything else. 
I only wish to make it plain to socialists and 
Christians alike, that they can not possibly 
be both, as some are trying to be. They 
must take a stand, choose either the Chris- 
tian or the socialistic view of life, death, and 
eternity. ‘‘No man can serve two masters: 
for either he will hate the one and love the 
other, or else he will hold to the one and 
despise the other. Ye cannot serve God and 
Mammon,’’*** says the founder of Christi- 
anity, and in this one thing the founders and 
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chief promoters of socialism agree with 
Christ. ‘Christianity and socialism are like 
fire and water,” says Bebel. Read also 385, 
308, 313, 314-19. and many other citations, 
Christians and real socialists must therefore 
part company. Suppose you wish to reach 
a certain place by train. When you see two 
trains standing side by side, both facing in 
the desired direction, you may think it of © 
little importance, which train you enter. You — 
may even think it possible to stand with one 
foot on each train, if the tracks be near, — 
and if both trains start at the same time and 
run equally fast. But having gone a little — 
ways, you discover that they diverge slightly _ 
and after a little while they are out of each 
others’ sight. Only one of them goes to — 
your destination. ‘Therefore, very import- — 
ant to select the right train. So here. So- © 
cialism and Christianity are apparently head- _ 
ing in the same direction, both claiming to 
bring you to “Joyville.” But only one will - 
bring you thither. The other one will fol- 
low a ways, then turn off and eventually be — 
totally wrecked. Christianity is the old and _ 
established means of conveyance, that never 
has an accident, but is always reliable—being 
the truth, while modern socialism is an old, 
but very subtile delusion in a new, attractive 
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form laying all stress upon bread and butter 
and all other things of the world, contrary 
to Christ’s injunction: ‘Seek first the king- 
dom of God.” 

As socialists correctly claim, socialism is 
diametrically opposed to Christianity and 
deprives all its devotees of that which a 
Christian holds most dear in life and in 
death. ‘Individual socialists who are better 
than their philosophic creed will, of course, 
refuse to accept this conclusion, but they will 
do so at the expense of logic and consist- 
eney,7?°?° 

Having been given a taste of real social- 
ist doctrine, I am confident that many of my 
readers, who may have been led to believe 
that they were socialists, will vehemently re- 
sent the accusation that they should ever be- 
lieve such infamous doctrines as are taught 
by socialists. But what does your resent- 
ment prove? Not, that socialism is some- 
thing else, than what I have proven it to be, 
because that would be impossible, in the face 
of all the contentions and confessions given 
by socialists in this book,—but your resent- 
ment does prove that you are no real, full- 
blooded socialists, for if you were, you 
would teach as they do. You are, at best, 
only Public Ownership enthusiasts, that is, 
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you believe that public utilities should be 
publicly owned and managed by the govern. 
ment in such a manner as the majority of the 
voters may desire. If socialism and Public 
Ownership were identical, I, for one, would 
not warn people against it, as I am in favor 
of Public Ownership within certain limits, 
But Public Ownership is not socialism, ac- 
cording to what leading socialists themselves 
declare. 

Says Bebel: ‘In Germany many of these 
institutions, like the mail, the telegraph, the 
telephone system, and most railroads, have 
already been made state institutions.—But 
these state owned institutions are not social- 
istic institutions, as is erroneously as- 
sumed.”**° “This control (socialist ‘social- 
ization of industry’) makes the socialist 
propaganda entirely different from mere 
Public Ownership propositions proposed by 
others,”’** :says Charles L. Phifer. 

John Work says: ‘Public Ownership 
alone is not socialism.’ Spargo says: ‘‘To 
a great many persons socialism is Public 
Ownership and nothing more—. Externally 
similar these examples of Public Ownership 
(as state railways, mail, telephone, co-opera- 
tive creameries, elevators, etc.,) differ radi- 
cally from the socialization advocated by 
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socialists. They bear the same relation to 
socialism that a poor copy of a great paint- 
ing bears to the original.’’**? Socialism, ac- 
cordingly, is ‘“‘much better’” than Public 
Ownership. The “‘better’’ parts are evi- 
dently its philosophy, ethics and religion. 
We have heard what they are. 

In trying to excuse their affiliation with 
the socialist party some so-called Christians 
claim that they believe none of the ethical, 
moral and religious teachings of socialism, 
but its politics only. Posing as Christians 
they are very zealous in spreading socialist 
literature, which they admit contain much 
that is poisonous to the soul, but ‘‘want the 
people to read it in order that they may find 
out the truth” and accept the political doc- 
trine contained therein, declaring themselves 
irresponsible for the eventual effect of the 
spiritual poison they also are spreading. But 
their logic is lame, similar to that of a man 
who would entertain a company of “friends” 
on ready made coffee, which he knew was 
mixed with a deadly poison, but gave no 
warning. When that beverage proved fatal 
to his guests, could he successfully plead ir- 
responsible before the law on the ground 
that his silent wish was, that they should 
partake of the coffee only and not of the 
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poisonous ingredients mixed into it? No 
sane judge or jury would acquit him on such 
grounds. So here. Socialist politics are so 
well mixed with the immoral, unethical and 
irreligious ingredients of socialism, that it 
is absolutely impossible to believe in and im- 


SOCIALIST TACTICS. 


Socialism is the intruding brute. 


bibe its political teachings without gradually 
being affected by the other side of socialism, 
and before one is aware of it, he has 
turned an atheist and.a socialist; and his 
former Christianity is crowded out, like that 
Arab who, living all alone in a small tent, 
was asked by a large camel one day to 
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kindly allow him to stick his head inside the 
tent, which the unsuspecting man granted. 
After a while the camel implored the owner 
to permit him to step inside the tent with his 
front feet, which was also granted. Later 
the camel walked in without asking, and 
practically filled the whole tent. When the 


THE ULTIMATE AIM OF SOCIALISM. 


Socialism crowds true Christianity out of the human heart. 


former sole occupant and rightful owner 
complained of being crowded out, the camel 
retorted: You are at liberty to vacate the 
tent. I have come to stay. 

Socialism is the intruding brute that is 
trying hard gradually to crowd out from the 
human heart true Christianity—the only 
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source of lasting hope and eternal happiness. 
As that Arab felt sorry for ever having al- 
lowed the camel to enter his tent when he 
discovered the real nature of the beast, so 
will many a Christian would-be socialist, 
after having learned the brutish nature of 
socialism, feel sorry for ever having been 
drawn to it, and will henceforth renounce it. 
For, by staying in the socialist party you be-. 
come jointly responsible for the publishing 
and disseminating of the anti-christian social- 
ist literature, from which I have so exten- 
sively quoted. The socialist party proudly 

claims to practise Referendum and Recall. | 
All the members, accordingly, as long as 
they do not publicly repudiate and protest 
against the actions of their officials—are 
jointly responsible for the work of the host 
of agitators kept in the field and for the 
socialist papers, pamphlets, and books that 
the socialist officials are having published 
and having spread as campaign literature 
by the millions.** But you may ask: If I 
leave the socialist party, how may I then 
work for Public Ownership and other good 
progressive measures, which the socialist 
party has apparently advocated? In reply 
will say, that I have reason to believe that 
Public Ownership enthusiasts will in the near 
future find their political faith embodied in 
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the platform of other parties, where the so- 
cialist atheism, blasphemy and godlessness 
are eliminated. Even prominent socialists 
themselves declare: ‘‘It is safe to predict 
that there will be a wide-spread movement 
for municipal ownership (by other political 
parties) in the near future.’** 

But be that as it may. Christians con- 
sider the inspired word of God as the sole 
rule and canon for their faith, doctrine and 
conduct, and will not and cannot sell their 
heavenly birthright for a mess of pottage, 
they will “in no wise’—‘‘do evil, that good 
may come,’’*** but regardless of consequences 
will take a firm stand against socialism, 
which, like its chief promoter, the inspirer of 
all evil, needs only to be stripped of its at- 
tractive and illusive garb and exhibited in’ 
its naked infamy to be shunned by everybody 
but atheists. Stop a moment and try to 
grasp what the introduction of socialism 
would mean to a Christian!—how it would 
affect his view of life and life itself, if he 
embraced its teachings, which he must do, 
if he will be a real socialist. A former “‘Rev- 
erend,” now a leading socialist, declares: 
“Of course, the acceptance of the idea of 
an animal origin of the human race and the 
main conclusions of materialistic evolution 
involved a complete reconstruction of my 
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thought-world.’”’**> He is right! If the so- 
cialist doctrine be true, then practically every- 
thing in which we have trusted and believed 
must go. If socialism be true, Christian par- 
ents acted foolishly, when at the birth of 
their children they thanked God for the 
great gifts;—for there is no God, say the 
socialists. They erred, when they brought 
their dear little children to God in Holy 
Baptism, believing that they through this 
ordinance became children of God and heirs 
to eternal life,—for there is no eternal life, 
say the socialists. The parents deceived 
their children, when they told them of their 
Heavenly Father, God Almighty, who had 
created them, body and soul, for heavenly 
habitation with him,—and daily protects and 
sustains them—and told them of his Son, 
the God-man, Jesus Christ, who surrendered 
his heavenly glory, stepped down on earth 
among men as a poor child, lived a life of 
untold want and suffering and died an igno- 
minious death on the cross—all to save man- 
kind from sin, death and the devil—into 
his heavenly kingdom. They trifled with 
the children, when praying for them and 
with them and teaching them every morning 
to thank God for his protection and ask for 
his blessing; at meals, to say grace; and be- 


129 


fore retiring, to pray: ‘“Now I lay me down 
to sleep, I pray Thee, Lord, my soul to keep, 
If I should die before I wake, I pray Thee, 
Lord, my soul to take. And this I ask for 
Jesus’ sake.” Then all the toil and trouble 
Christian parents, teachers, and pastors are 
having, in bringing up the children in the 
fear of God in Christian homes, in religious 
schools, in preparing them for confirmation, 
and later in young people’s work, is all in 
vain, yea, sheer foolishness! They might 
just as well have tried to teach their lambs - 
and chickens, pigs and puppies, colts, calves 
and kittens to pray, and have conducted re- 
ligious schools for the increase in the calf- 
stalls, pig-sties, sheep-folds, chicken-coops, 
and have regular religious services for all 
the stock in the barn-yard!—for there is no 
more life after death for man, than for 
beast, say the socialists. Man has no more 
soul than other animals. The socialists have 
told us that man was originally a speck and 
developed into an animal. Later he became 
man by raising himself on his hind legs and 
using his front feet for making tools and 
weapons for self-defense and for conquest. 
They have, indeed, wonderful things to re- 
late, but none of their authorities have as yet 
claimed that our ancestors became living 
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i souls by getting up on their hind legs.—If 
il socialism be true, then our confirmation is 

nonsensical. What sane man would then 

kneel down and solemnly promise to re- 

nounce the devil and all his works and all 

his ways, and to believe in God the Father, 
3 God the Son, and God the Holy Ghost, when 
' there is no sin, no devil, no God? “Sin is 
everything that is contrary to the command- 
ments of God.’ When there is no God, 
there can be no God’s commandments, hence, 
no sin. If socialism be true, a man would 
show more sense by kneeling down before 
his horse, solemnly promising it to give it 
feed, hay and water regularly, as long as 
they both shall live,—for even socialists do 
not deny that there are horses, but they do 
say there is no God.—If socialism be true, 
we would have to stand at the grave of our 
dear departed fellow-Christians ‘and sor- 
row, even as others which have no hope.’ 
Hitherto we have escorted our believing 
friends and kindred, who have gone before 
us, to their last resting place—comforted, 
believing there is a God, a Savior, and 
eternal happiness in store for all true believ- 
ers and that our dear ones are now enjoying 
untold bliss with God in heaven,—that we 
have not lost them, accordingly. If we are 
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faithful unto death we shall meet them on 
the resurrection morn, never to part, but 
jointly enjoy life eternal. , In the hour of 
parting they rejoiced at the thought that they 
would soon be home with God, and, begging 
us whom they left behind, never to loose 
sight of heaven, and offered as their parting 
prayer: ‘‘Lord, gather us there; let none 
we love be missed in the joys of heaven.” 
But all these things that have brightened our 
darkest hours, given us strength when almost 
succumbed, in which we have found comfort, 
rejoiced in, hoped and longed for, are but 
a delusion, a dream, foolishness, nonsense, | 
according to the socialists. If they are 
right, then it is an act of madmen to build 
churches,—to consecrate to God houses of 
worship for divine gatherings, where we con- 
fess our sin and faith and pray to and praise 
and thank the Lord and listen to his heavenly 
message to us, for there is no God, say the 
socialists. If it were so, there would be 
more sense in erecting a temple in honor of 
a deceased cow or a butchered hog, in which, 
to meet at certain times gratefully reminding 
each other of all the good milk the cow 
furnished and the tasty pork we ate,—for 
even socialists admit that there are cows and 
hogs, but disavow the existence of a living 
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God. And they claim, furthermore, that no 
thinking person believes in and has any more 
use for a God. . ‘What thinking man has 
any need of the hypothesis that there is a 
God ?’’***_“Extinct is the belief that a God 
guides the general destiny of the world.’’° 

I repeat: If the socialist creed were true, 
if there were no God, no immortality of the 
soul, no resurrection, no meeting again of 
loved ones, no life eternal, no hope, then, 
indeed, man would be the most miserable of 
all living beings and life would not be worth 
living! It is true, Bebel says that “the con- 
viction, that heaven is upon earth and that 
death means the end, will cause people to 
lead a rational life,’?"*"—but the “rational” 
must consist in living for this life only, like 
the speechless brute—satisfying his carnal 
lusts all he can, until death ends his existence 
—the most sordid and brutish view of life 
imaginable! 

If anybody should insinuate that I am 
exaggerating, he is either ignorant of what 
real socialism is, or he is knowingly, wilfully 
and purposely denying facts, as socialist 
authorities will bear me out in every state- 
ment that I have made. In view of this fact, 
should it be necessary to tell anybody that 
no one can consistently be a Christian and a 
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socialist at the same time? and that he must 
choose one or none? The contents of these 
pages will undoubtedly surprise many a so- 
called socialist, for ‘‘about 90 per cent. of 
the so-called socialists among the common 
people do not know what is the real essence 
of socialism.’*°* Many of them are Chris- 
tians, believing, as heretofore, in the biblical 
doctrines as taught them from childhood. 
These, I hope, will forsake the ranks, real- 
izing that they have been deceived, and be 
more grateful than ever that they are Chris- 
tians.— 
* * * 

It has now been made plain, almost to 
excess, that socialism is a formidable oppo- 
nent and a keen competitor of Christianity, 
itself claiming to be a perfect substitute for 
Christianity, and a great deal more. We 
have heard its gospel: freedom and rescue, 
not from sin and death, but from poverty 
and starvation. It discards the heav- 
enly home of the true Christian. In re- 
turn it establishes a heaven on earth for the 
children of this world. It has no use for 
God. It is self-sufficient. Love and mercy, 
the paramount needs of a Christian, are not 
needed in the socialist commonwealth where 
all members will enjoy an equal share of its 
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benefits. It is considered too humiliating 


for a socialist to receive mercy and it is not 
permissible to ask for and thank for aid. 
They demand all things. Liberty has no 
place there. ‘‘Socialism will sweep away all 
—little tyrannies,’**’ it claims, but it may 
do so by swallowing all tyrants like the wolf 
the lambs, and itself becoming universal] 
tyranny personified. As the commonwealth 
is to own all the lands, factories, stores and 
public utilities, 51 per cent. of the citizens 
may rule most tyrannically the remaining 49 
per cent. of the populace. Religious liberty 
for Christians, for instance, and liberty of 
speech and press is out of the question, for 
socialism will reign and it considers Chris- 
tianity a curse. It would therefore be sui- 
cidal for socialism to allow it to flourish. 
Moreover socialists do not tolerate the opin- 
ion of others now, while they are only the- 
orizing, much less if they ever come into 
power. 

The home and family, the foundation of 
society, and the corner stone of church and 
state will disappear, and parents, whom God 
have intrusted with bringing up their chil- 
dren in the nurture and admonition of the 
Lord, and who, by virtue of their being par- 
ents, love the children more than others can 
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do,—the socialists designate as ‘“‘two acci- 
dental persons,” the “‘unfittest’’ to take care’ 
of their own offspring, and against whom 
the children must be zealously guarded.** 
The 4th (5th) commandment must be abol- 
ished. As the child in the socialist common- 
wealth is not expected to know its own par- 
ents, it would not know whom to honor, 
serve, obey, love and esteem. Socialism has 
no cross of renunciation, no narrow path 
leading to it. It requires no conversion.*” 

The bait it hangs out to catch suckers is 
attractive and savory, covering the hook en- 
tirely;—its criticism of present conditions 
is not entirely unwarranted, but the remedy 
it prescribes is useless. Its attack on the 
church is effective, as many of those calling 
themselves members of the church are far 
from what they ought to be and pose to be, 
and “the name of God is blasphemed among 
the Gentiles through” them.*” 

- Many preachers have drifted away from 
their calling and as a consequence the church 
is decaying. They preach about politics, 
duties of citizenship and of reforms innumer- 
able, and about everything under the sun, 
except what they ought to preach about. It 
seems as if reform by law instead of by 
gospel, by force instead of by love, is the 
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only means some churches now recognize. 
Such churches and preachers have left their 
real domain, viz.: to preach the gospel un- 
adulterated and be governed by it. And this 
is the main reason why socialism and other 
-isms in league with it,—all schemed and 
managed and controlled by the same power- 
ful being—are flourishing and spreading so 
fast. What we need is not socialism, but 
more Christianity of the real kind. “What 
England needs most is more of the gospel 
of Jesus Christ,’ says Gladstone—that is, 
the Bible. And President Wilson says: “I 
am sorry for the men who do not read their 
Bible every day. We ought to think of this 
inspired book of God as the means of grace, 
by which miracles are wrought in every age 
—the miracle of regeneration. Give the 
Bible to them unadulterated, pure, unaltered, 
unexplained, uncheapened and then see it 
work its wholesome work through the whole 
nature. It is very difficult, indeed, for a man 
or a boy who knows the Scripture, even to 
get away from it. It haunts him like an old 
song. It follows him like the memory of 
his mother. It reminds him like the words 
of an old revered teacher. It forms a part 
of the warp and woof of his life.” 

It is the sacred duty of all Christian par- 
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ents, teachers and ministers of the gospel 
both by precept and example to teach the 
children the word of God so thoroughly, that 
Christianity should become the power that 
governs their whole life. Now the conduct 
of many so-called Christians seems to pro- 
claim: “I live in this world and for this 
world and with this world; but as a pre- 
caution, and from cowardice, I should like 
to leave a back door open, in case there 
really is something in the Bible and religion, 
the day of judgment and eternity.’”** 

Let every one who professes to be a 
Christian be one. Let us ministers remem- 
ber that we have promised to teach and 
preach God’s word in its truth and purity, 
and as children of God lead holy lives ac- 
cording to it; and not only to shun, but also 
to oppose any and all false doctrines, and if 
need be, shed our blood rather than give 
up the truth. But a worse heresy than that 
of socialism can hardly be imagined. It is 
therefore our simple duty to instruct our 
people and warn them against it. It may be 
an ungrateful task, as those who have been 
deluded are loath to admit it, and the real 
socialists hate all who check their propa- 
ganda. But let us not forget that we are 
here to please God, and not the devil, and 
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that “the highest dignity to which man can 
attain is the service of God.’’** 


God’s word is our great heritage 
And shall be ours forever; 

To spread its light from age to age 
Shall be our chief endeavor; 

Through life it guides our way, 

In death it is our stay; 

Lord, grant, while worlds endure, 

We keep its teachings pure, 
Throughout all generations.?®© 


SOLI DEO GLORIA! 
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